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PE PrOcns? 


OF THE 


BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA. 


To His Excellency the Governor in Council: 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 62 of the Railway Act, as amended by 
section 12 of chapter 32, 8-9 Edward VII, the Board of Railway Commissioners has 
the honour to submit its Eighth Report, for the year ending March 31, 1913. 

Further, since the submitting of the Board’s last report there have been no 
amendments to the Railway Act. 


PUBLIC SITTINGS. 
The following public sittings were held between April 1, 1912, and March 31, 
— 1913 :— 
PROVINCE OF ONTARIO. 


Ottawa.—April 2, 22; May 7, 18, 21; June 4, 17, 18, 19; July 3; August 22; 
September 17; October 1, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16; November 4, 5, 6, 8, 27; Decem- 
ber 8, 10, 17; January 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 20, 21 (19138); February 4, 10, 11, 12, 
13, 18 (1913); March 4, 18 (1913). 


Toronto.—April 29, 30; May 23, 25; September 26, 27, 28; November 6; Feb- 
ruary 6, 7 (1913). 


Hamilton.—May 22. 
Peterborough.—May 81. 

North Bay.—June 14. 
Woodstock.—June 20. 

St. Marys—June 21. 

St. Thomas.—June 21. 

ey dioh— June 22; February 8 (1913). 
Fort William.—July 17; November 8. 
Arnprior.—February 3 (1913). 


Port Hope.—February 5 (1913). 
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PROVINCE OF QUEBEC. 


Montreal—April 22; June 11, 12, 18, 14, 15; July 11; October 29;-. Februa 
97 (1913).. 
Quebec.—July 10. 
St. John.—July 8. 


PROVINCE OF NEW BRUNSWICK. 
St. John.—dJuly 9. 
PROVINCE OF NOVA SCOTIA. 
Windsor.—June 6. 
PROVINCE OF MANITOBA. 


Winnipeg —dJuly 18; November 11; December 16. 


PROVINCE OF SASKATCHEWAN. 


Regina —July 22; December 13. 
Saskatoon—July 23; November 18; December 16. 
Moosejaw.—July 20; December Qe 


PROVINCE OF ALBERTA. 


Calgary—dJuly 25; November 25. 
Edmonton—July 24; November 22. 
Banff—November 26. 
Lethbridge—December 11. 


PROVINCE OF BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


Vancouver.—July 27, 28, 29; November 28, 29. 
Victoria —July 80; December 2. 
Nelson—December 9. 


NORTHWEST TERRITORIES. 
The Pas.——November 16. 


The total number of public sittings was one hundred and two, at which si 
hundred and ninety-eight applications were heard, a list of which, together with t 
disposition of the same, will be found under appendix “B.” It is not practicable 
cover in this report the work of the year; but for general information and reference 
certain of the more important matters dealt with by the board are herein referred 


RAILWAY GRADE-CROSSING FUND. 


In accordance with provisions of section 7 of 8-9 Edward VII, chapter 
entitled an Act to amend the Railway Act, provision was made that the sum 
$200,000 each year, for five consecutive years from the first day of April, 1909 
appropriated and set apart from the Consolidated Revenue Fund for the qascon 
aiding in the providing, by actual construction work, of protection, safety, and 
venience for the public in respect of highway crossings of the railway Be le 
in existence on the first day of April, the said sums to be placed to credit of a sp 
account to be known as “The Railway Grade Crossing Fund,” to be applied by 
Boara subject to certain limitations set out in the amending Act, ‘solely towards ~ 
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cost (not including that of maintenance and operation) of actual construction work 
for the purpose specified. 

In dealing with such crossings, the Board issued, between the Ist of April, 1909, 
and the 31st of March, 1913, 219 orders, providing protection as follows :— 


By Electric bells. . 
Gatesao =. we 
lel Onc ach ne re 
Overhead bridges. . erst 
Diversion of highways...... . 
Closing of streets. . 
Removal of hill.. 
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Total number of crossings protected... ... 


Total number of crossings protected for the year ending April 1, 1913, was seventy- 
one, as compared with the total number of forty-three for the previous year ending 
April, 1912. 


EXPRESS RATES ON SMALL FRUITS AND VEGETABLES. 


The matter of express rates on fruit came before the Board for adjudication in 
connection with an application of Messrs. Stockton and Mallison, of Regina, Sask., 
for the restoration of the cancelled express rates of $2 per 100 pounds on fruit in 
carloads from Lewiston, Idaho; Hood River, Oregon; and Riparia and Walla Walla, 
Washington; to Winnipeg and intermediate points (including Regina via Kingsgate), 
and that the minimum ecarload weight be made 15,000 pounds; also that the same 
rate and minimum weight be applied from Milton, Oregon, Seattle, Tacoma, and 
Puyallup, Wash., U.S.A. The application was heard at a sittings of the Board held 
on March 22, 1912, at Regina, Sask., before the Honourable J. P. Mabee, chief com- 
missioner, and Commissioner S. J. McLean. The judgment of the Board was 
delivered by the Chief Commissioner, dismissing the application. The following is 
the judgment referred to :— 


The Chief Commissioner: 


At the hearing at Regina, the applicants alleged that they were applying for a 
rate on berries, small fruit, and vegetables, from Lewiston, Idaho; Hood River, 
Oregon; and Riparia and Walla Walla, Washington; to Regina. 

Tt was stated that the American carriers by express were “most anxious to make 
tariffs with the Dominion Express Company.” It was further stated that it was only 
a matter for the Dominion Express Company’s concurrence. These features are, of 
course, most material, because the Board has no jurisdiction over either the carriers 
by express from the points mentioned within the United States or the traffic originat- 
ing thereat. It will be obvious that the Board could not require these carriers to join 
with the respondents in establishing a through rate of $2, with a 15,000-pound mini- 
mum, as asked from these foreign points, because no means exists for enforcing any 
such direction. 

Section 336 of the Railway Act requires joint tarifis to be filed covering all traftic 
carried into Canada from a foreign country; but no order of this Board could pro- 
perly be made directing that such tariff should be filed by the initial carrier, and, if 
made, no such order could be enforced. 

The case closed upon the understanding that the applicants would obtain from 


the Great Northern Express Company a letter signifying its consent or willingness 
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to join in such joint through tariffs, setting forth the divisions and other material 
matter, or expressing its willingness to file such tariffs. While the Board could not 
require this foreign carrier to either file or concur, it might require the respondents 
to file, if the foreign carrier concurred, or concur if the foreign carrier were willing 
to file tariffs of the kind asked for, if they were thought by the Board to be fair and 
reasonable. 

Instead of being able to get the concurrence or consent of the Great Northern 
Express Company, it now appears that the traffic manager of that company has refused 
to join in a $2 rate, with division upon the usual basis of local rates to and from 
Spokane. 

Tn a subsequent letter to a representative of the applicants, the Great Northern 
Express Company states that it is willing to accept 80 cents per 100 pounds out of 
whatever rate the applicants might make with the respondents, based upon 20,000 
pounds minimum. The local rates to Spokane are $1.10 per 100 pounds upon a 15,000- 
pound minimum. This reduction proposed by the Great Northern Express Company 
would then be about $5 per car, and in no way meets the claims advanced by the 
applicants. The rate covered by respondents’ tariffs on these fruits and vegetables, 
from Spokane to Calgary, Regina, and Medicine Hat, is $2 per 100 pounds, mini- 
mum 20,000 pounds, and to Strathcona and Saskatoon, $2.25 per 100 pounds. This 
added to the Great Northern Express Cumpany’s local to Spokane makes through 
rates of $3.10 and $3.35 respectively. 

The Board has no information before it upon which it could say that $2 would 
be a reasonable joint rate from these points, even if it had any jurisdiction over the 
haul in the foreign country. 

It was contended at the hearing that, inasmuch as the respondents, in 1908, had 
a joint through tariff of the kind now claimed in effect with the Great Northern 
Express Company, the Board might require them to reinstate that tariff. 

It was contended at the hearing that the present application was on all fours 
with the application in 1909 of Stockton and Mallinson in regard to freight rates on 
citrus fruits, and that a similar disposition might be made by the Board. However, 
in that case the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had specifically admitted that 
the rate of $1.60 therein referred to was reasonable. It further developed that the 
portion of the rate received by the American carriers concerned was a combination of 
the full local for one carrier, and a percentage for another. When the new rate was 
established, these carriers insisted on having exactly the same amounts under the 
new rate as they had under the old. Actually, therefore, the only change made was 
in the proportion of the through rate received by the Canadian Pacific. In the 
present case the reinstatement of a rate is required as to certain points to which it 
formerly applied; its extension is also asked for to points to which it was not 
formerly applicable. In regard to re-establishing the rate, the American carriers 
by express have not concurred, and the difference in rates is such that it would be 
unfair to require the Dominion Express Company to accept all the shrinkage neces- 
sary to bring the through rate down to $2. The Board has no power to require the 
express companies operating in American territory to bear any part of this neces- 
sary shrinkage. As to the extension of the rate to points in the United States to which 
it did not formerly apply, the Board has no jurisdiction so to order. 

Difficulties of this character regarding international traffic are continually 
arising; no tribunal now exists that can deal with them, and until such body is 
established, shippers and others must be left to work their disputes out with the 
earriers as best they can. 

Application dismissed. 

Commissioner MeLean coneurre.l. 


April 16, 1912. 
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OPENING OF RAILWAYS FOR THE CARRIAGE OF TRAFFIC. 


The question of the provisions of section 261 of the Railway Act, in connection 
with the opening of a railway company’s line for the carriage of traffic other than 
for the purposes of construction came before the Board for consideration im - 
connection with certain petitions of the residents of MResplendent, B.C... 
Fitzhugh, Alta., Moose Lake, B.C., Prairie Creek, Alta., Edmonton, Alta., 
Edson, Alta., and Hinton, Alta., for an order that the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Company be compelled to open for traffic its line from Prairie Creek, west. The 
application was heard at sittings of the Board held in Edmonton, Alta., on March 
18, 1912, the Honourable J. P. Mabee, chief commissioner, and Commissioner S. d. 
McLean, and the following judgment was delivered by the Chief Commissioner :— 


Hon. Mr. Mabee: 
Under section 261 provision is made as follows :— 


“No railway, or any portion thereof, shall be opened for the carriage of 
traffic, other than for the purposes of the construction of the railway by the 
company, until leave therefor has been obtained from the Board, as herein- 
after provided.” 


Then the following subsections of section 261 make provision for the formali- 
ties necessary for the opening of a railway for traffic, and the initial requisite is 
that the company should be desirous of so opening this railway for trafic. 

Now, the law gives the company the right to say, and the company only, when 
that railway is in the condition, physically and otherwise, to be opened for traffic. 
Then, when the company is desirous, that is, when the company is of opinion that 
its railway is ready to be opened for traftic, the law provides that an official of the 
railway, defined in subsection 2, should make an affidavit stating that that railway 
or some portion of it, was, in his opinion, sufficiently completed for the safe carriage 
of traffic, and ready for inspection. y 

Then, it is inspected by one of the Board’s engineers and, upon that engineer's 
report, the Board is authorized to open it for trafic. The Board, even, has no juris- 
diction to open it for traffic after the application ,is made by the railway, unless one 
of its inspecting engineers has reported, after examining it, that, in his opinion, the 
opening of that road, or that portion, for the carriage of traffic, will .be reasonably 
free from danger to the public using the same. 

Now those provisions are all perfectly reasonable. 
seems to us, that the railway company should, in the first p 
say when it wants to open its road for ‘traffic, and it is perfectly reasonable that the 
law should require an engineer, or some official of the railway company who is in 
authority, to make an affidavit that the road was, in his opinion, sufficiently completed 
for the safe carriage of traffic. Then, it is reasonable that that road should be 
inspected by an independent engineer before the Board could authorize the carriage 


of traffic. 

Those provisions, of course, are 
both the transportation of passengers and freight. 

From those sections, it is perfectly clear that we would have no authority to 
require this railway company to open its railway west of Hinton for traffic. Tt has 
applied in the past, and it has obtained orders for opening as far as Hinton. Beyond 
that, no application has been made, and beyond that this Board is powerless to require 
the railway to open its road for traffic, or to carry passengers or freight. ane 

What I have'said disposes of any suggestion that we should or could require it 
to be opened for traffic. But that does not end the situation. The evidence here dis- 


It is perfectly reasonable, it 
lace, have the sole right to 


all for the safety of the general publie, as regards 
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closes that, under some arrangement with Foley, Welsh and Stewart, who are build- 
ing the road, the railway is carrying, or understands it is carrying, freight for 
Foley, Welsh and Stewart, and labourers, either having entered their employ or 
intending to enter their employ when they reach the proper point. 

As I have said during the discussion, I do not know of any clause in the Railway 
Act that forces a railway company to carry either freight or passengers for its con- 
tractor during construction. Section 261 provides that the railway ‘should not be 
open for traffic other than for the purposes of the construction of the railway by the 
company. The railway here is not being constructed’ by the company; it is being 
constructed by independent contractors. But, as I have said, it seems entirely reason- 
able that a railway company should carry freight and labourers (by freight I mean 
ordinary supplies, camp utensils, and so on), where its road is being built by a con- 
tractor. It would be absurd if a railway company could not do that legally. 

So, let us assume for the sake of the discussion, that this railway company is 
entirely within its right in carrying contractors’ supplies and labourers for the build- 
ing of the railway by its contractors. It is reasonable that it should do that; but, if 
it is reasonable that it should do that, it is equally reasonable that it should not go 
any further. They have no right to carry passengers other than those labourers, and 
they have no right to carry freight other than the contractors’ supplies. 

In this case, it has been established, and we find as a fact, that they have carried 
general passengers other than the labourers of their contractors; and it has been 
established, and we find as a fact, whether managing officials of the railway company 
knew it or not we say nothing, because the evidence discloses nothing upon the point, 
but it remains as a fact that it has carried contractors’ supplies that were sold by the 
contractors, and were not used in the maintenance of their camps. 

To that extent the railway company has violated the provisions of the law, it 
seems to us, under the first head clearly, in putting on a general passenger coach, 
accepting fares from the general public, and putting forth to the public a time-table 
that it was operating trains upon the main line of their railway, between Edmonton 
and Fitzhugh, carrying day coaches. Under that head, it has clearly violated the 
statute. 

Under the second head, it may in one feature of it be a hardship upon the rail- 
way, if it understands it is carrying only contractors’ supplies, to be held responsible 
for what that contractor does with those supplies after they are delivered over to the 
contractor; but there is no evideence here that the railway company has made any 
effort whatever either to find out that all of the supplies that were being taken in for 
Foley, Welsh and Stewart were necessarily contractors’ supplies, nor has there been 
any evidence given here that the railway company made any attempt to distinguish 
between the passengers riding upon its trains, as to whether they were labourers or 
employees of the contractors, or whether it was the general public which was being 
carried. 

The order, it seems to us, we are at liberty to make is this:— 


Under “section 317, a railway company is prohibited from making or giving any 
undue or unreasonable preference or advantage to or in favour of any particular 
person or company, or any particular description of traffic, in any respect whatsoever. 

We find that the railway company here has discriminated in favour of their con- 
tractors, Foley, Welsh and Stewart. It has carried passengers who were not labourers, 
and it has carried camp supplies that were sold by Foley, Welsh and Stewart, which 
came in competition with other merchants who were carrying on their business at a 
disadvantage, namely, in being required to haul their supplies long distances over 
roads that made the haulage extremely expensive, and that expensive transportation 
made the cost of their product entirely out of proportion to that which the contrac- 
tors of this railway company (by reason of their goods being hauled in by the rail- 
way company), cost them. 
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We make an order: 


1st.—That the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company shall cease discriminating 
in that carriage of freight traffic in favour of its contractors as against the general 
public over the section of the road in question; and that for any and every case otf 
default or continuation of the discrimination, the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Company shall be subject to a fine of one hundred dollars. 


9nd.—We make no order with reference to the carriage of passengers. The rail- 
way company may or may not continue to carry passengers, or it may or may not 
continue to carry freight. It need not do either. We are saying nothing about that. 
We cannot require it to carry either passengers or freight. All we can do is to say, 

“if it does carry freight and passengers it has to carry them under the provisions of 
the statute. 

Upon hearing the application at the sittings of the Board held in Edmonton on 
March 18, 1912, in the presence of counsel for the petitioners and the railway company, 
the evidence offered, and what was alleged— 

Tt is ordered that the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company cease discriminat- 
ing in the carriage of freight traffic in favour of its contractors as against the general 
public over its line of railway from Hinton, in the province of Alberta, west thereof ; 
and that for any and every case of default in complying with the terms of this order 
and the continuation of the discrimination complained of, the railway company shall 
be subject to a fine of one hundred ($100) dollars. 


J. P. MABEE, 
Chief Commissioner. 


APPROVAL OF WORKS CONSTRUCTED IN CONTRAVENTION OF THE 
: STATUTE. 


The consideration of the approval of works constructed in contravention of the 


_ statute came before the Board for consideration in connection with an application 


of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company under section 167 of the Railway 
Act, for approval of revised right of way and location of station on its Tofield-Calgary 
branch, between township 42, range 21, and township 41, range 21, west of the 4th 
meridian, Alberta, at station known as Bashaw, Alberta. The application was heard 
at a sittings of the Board in Saskatoon, Sask., on March 20, 1912, before Honourable 
J. P. Mabee, chief commissioner, and Commissioner 8. J. McLean. The judgment of 
the Board was delivered by the Chief Commissioner in the following terms :— 


The Chief Commissioner: 
We have held repeatedly, and it was recognized by a statute passed two or three 


years ago, that where the law requires a railway company to obtain the authority of 


al 


the Board, or the sanction of the Board, before the construction of a work, or locating 
a building, or a station of that kind, and it has not obtained that authority, and con- 
structs the work, the Board has no jurisdiction to approve of it after it has been done. 
That was recognized. We held that over and over again, and parliament gave US 


- authority to approve of work that had been constructed in contravention of the statute 


~ of the Act subsequent tu the above date. 


prior to the end of the year 1909. We approved of hundreds of works under that 
provision. 


We have no authority to approve of works that have been built in contravention 


In accordance with this judgment an order was issued, No. 16251, dated April 2, 


1912, refusing the application. 
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FENCING OF A RAILWAY COMPANY’S RIGHT OF WAY. 


The question of compelling ‘a railway company to fence its right of way came 
before the Board in connection with the complaint of the municipality of Nutana, 
Sask., asking that the Canadian Northern Railway Company be compelled to fence 
its right of way through that municipality. The complaint was heard at sittings 
of the Board held in Saskatoon, Sask., on the 20th of March, 1912, before the 
Honourable J. P. Mabee, and Commissioner S. J. McLean. J udgment of this Board 
was delivered by the Chief Commissioner in the following terms :— 


¢ 


The Chief Commissioner: 

Two or three years ago, upon the complaint of a large number of municipalities 
in Manitoba and Saskatchewan, and after hearings at a number of cities in those 
provinces, and after having received complaints innumerable from farmers and 
settlers whose cattle and horses and stock had been killed upon the railways, where 
the rights of way were unfenced, we made an order requiring the railway companies 
to fence the unfenced portions of their rights of way in these provinces on or before 
a fixed date. The railway companies, or some of them, appealed to the Supreme 
Court, and the Supreme Court held that we had exceeded our jurisdiction in making 
a general order of that character, and that we should have confined the order to some 
specific locality 2 . 

Now, we have a complaint here of a specific locality that is unfenced. We all 
know that this road has been built for many years; that it goes through a thickly 
settled, highly cultivated, and rich agricultural district; and that it is a section of 
country through which a railway should have been fenced long ago. 

In this case, an order will go that the Canadian Northern Railway Company 
fence all of the unfenced portion of the right of way along the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake: 
and Saskatchewan railway, between Saskatoon and Regina, on or before the first 
day of November, 1912; that these fencés shall be of the character and description 
described in the Railway Act, namely, fences of the character that will turn cattle 
and other animals; and that, for every day’s default, if any, after the first day of - 
November, 1912, the company shall be assessed the sum of fifty dollars per day by 
way of a penalty. 

In accordance with this judgment an order was issued on July 20, 1912, as 
follows :— 

Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held at Saska- 
toon, July 28, 1912, in the presence of counsel for the applicant and the railway 
company, and what was alleged— 

It is ordered that the Canadian Northern Railway Company fence that portion 
of its right of way from Saskatoon to the northern limits of Rural Municipality No. 
344, through township 37, range 5, west of the 3rd meridian; the work to be of the 
character and description required by the Railway Act, and to be completed on or 
before the first day of November, 1912; and for every day’s default, if any, after the 
first day of November, 1912, the company to be liable to a penalty of fifty dollars. 
($50) a day. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


LOCATION OF STATIONS. fh 


The question of the location of stations and facilities came before the Board for 
consideration upon two separate applications, one by the Grand Trunk Pacific Rail- 
way Company and one by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, involving the loca- 
tion of stations and facilities at Cutknife, Alberta, which were heard at two separate 
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sittings of the Board, one at Saskatoon on March 20, and one at Winnipeg, March 25, 
1912, before the Honourable J. P. Mabee, Chief Commissioner, and Commissioner S, 
J. McLean. The following is the judgment of the Board delivered by the Chief Com- 
missioner :— : 


The Chief Commissioner: 


These matters involve the location of stations and facilities at Cutknife, on the 
lines of the respective railways. 

The controversy is brought about by reason of each railway company desiring 
to exploit a townsite of its own without regard to the future and permanent con- 
venience of the public. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company, on February 7, 1912, applied for leave 
to locate its Cutknife station on the south half of section 32, township 48, range 21. 
Prior to this date, it had sold lots in a forty-acres townsite at this point and, at the 
date of hearing, some seventy people were living upon this townsite, and a number 
of buildings had been erected, some of a substantial and valuable character. The 
railway has been built to this point, but no station has been erected. 

In November, 1911, the Board received petitions signed by some eighty persons, 
reciting that the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company had located its line of 
railway along the northerly boundary of section 28, township 48, range 21, and had 
purchased the northeast quarter of that section for a townsite, and had subdivided it 
into lots; that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had announced that its town- 
site would be located on section 32, one mile from the Grand Trunk Pacific townsite ; 
and that the establishment of the townsites and two stations, as aforesaid, over a mile 
apart, would be a matter of serious inconvenience to the residents and settlers, and 
would interfere with the growth and development of the town of Qutknife. The 
prayer was that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company should be ordered to locate 
its station on the northeast quarter of section 28. 

On February 12, 1912, the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company applied 
for approval of proposed station at Cutknife, on “section 33, township 43, range 21.” 
In the letter from the solicitor for the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company 
enclosing this application, it was stated that it had reference “ to the petition of the 
residents of Cutknife re Canadian Pacific Railway and Grand Trunk Railway town- 
site,’ meaning, I presume, the petition above referred to; that petition referred to a 
station on section 28, and not section 33. 

z The council of the rural municipality of Cutknife, on February 24, passed a 
resolution in which it was recited that the Grand Trunk Pacific was poking for 
approval of its station on the “northeast quarter of section 28, township 43,” just 
one and a quarter miles east of the Canadian Pacific Railway townsite. The request 
of the council was that the station buildings should be so located that passengers 
could readily transfer, and “ contribute to the building of a united town. et 

The plans attached to the application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines 
Company, and signed by the vice-president and chief engineer, show a subdivision on 
“section 83, township 48, range 21.” 

The matter came up for hearing at Saskatoon, and a number of residents upon 
the Canadian Pacific Railway townsite appeared and strongly urged that the applica- 
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company should be granted, for the reason that 
these people had purchased lots, put up buildings, and started ee of ees: 

kinds upon the representation that they should have station facilities. t ay is : 

be such a plain case for adjustment between the railway companies, that ey re " 

was left over for a hearing at Winnipeg, in order that a conference might eae a 

at the latter sittings the following letter from the land commissioner ees i ne 

Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company, directed to the solicitor for the Transconti 


nental Townsite Company, was filed :— 
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“Re N.E. 4, 28-43-21.—At the sittings of the Board of Railway Commis- 
sioners, at Saskatoon, on the 20th instant, you are hereby authorized, on behalf 
of the Grand Trunk Pacific Development Company, Limited, to make the fol- 
lowing arrangement with the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, if the latter 
will consent to a joint townsite at Cutknife, to be situated on the above quarter- 
section, namely, to give to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company free right 
of way and station grounds across the above quarter-section; and, further, to 
give the Canadian Pacific Railway Company either one-third of the lots into 
which the above quarter-section will be subdivided, or a one-third interest in 
the net proceeds of the sale of lots in the said townsite.” 


This offer the representatives of the Canadian Pacific Railway Conipany refused, 
and stated they would not join in any townsite proposition. 

It will be observed that this letter refers to a joint townsite on section 28, the 
same section referred to in the petition before mentioned, while the formal applica- 
tion of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company is for approval of station on 
section 33. : 

I certainly thought at the hearing the location claimed for the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Branch Lines Company was section 28, but the formal application seems to 
eall for section 33; and if I read their plan attached to the application correctly, 
their proposed station and townsite is on the southeast quarter of section 33, township 
43, range 21. From what was said at the hearing, and from the plans and documents 
filed, it is impossible to say where they desire to locate this station. 

In a letter from the solicitor for the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company 
on the file, dated December 27, 1911, he states that the company has its side-track on 
the northeast quarter of section 28. This, however, was some weeks before the appli- 
cation for station approval was filed. I do not know whether it is “28” or “33” that 
is wanted. The formal application asks for 33, and there has been no other written 
application filed. No order can intelligently be made upon this application of the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company. : 

The principal objections advanced against the application of the’Canadian Pacific 
Railway ‘Company are contained in the petition above referred to, and in a letter from 
the solicitor for the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company, dated February 7. 
The petition contains no facts that would justify the Board in withholding station 
facilities from those who have located upon the Canadian Pacific Railway townsite. 
The letter contains the following statement :— 


“T am advised by our chief engineer that the Canadian Pacific Railway 
route map, showing the deviation from the original route in this vicinity, came 
up for hearing in the latter part of November; whereas, in the early part of 
November, the Canadian Pacific was advertising that steel would be laid to 
section 32, 43, 21, the location of their siding, to be in time to haul out this 
season’s crops; and my best information is that steel was laid before route 
map was approved, not to mention location. In other words, the C.P.R., in 
their revision in the vicinity of Cutknife, built their line before it was approved 
by the Board.” 


I do not know how this is; no evidence was given as to when the line was built. 
The solicitor’s information may vr may not have been correct. 
The position of matters, then, is that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 


has its application regularly before the Board for approval of a station upon section — 


32 (south half). The necessity for early construction is evidenced by the appearance 
of landowners and business men, who support the application. Why should approval 
be withheld? I see no reason. An order may go as asked. 
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The reprehensible practice of railway companies selling lots, and undertaking to 
build stations before approval of location is obtained, is sadly in evidence in this ease. 
It is difficult to understand why this is done; nothing is gained by it, and it always 
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Orrawa, April 10th, 1912. 


I agree: S. J. McL. 
Pursuant to the judgment an order was issued on the 15th of April, 1912, as 
follows :— 
Order No. 16322. 
Upon hearing the application at the sittings of the Board held in Saskatoon 
and Winnipeg on the 20th and 25th days of March, 1912, respectively, the rural 
| municipality of Cutknife, the Grand Trunk Pacifie Company, the applicant com- 
pany, certain property owners affected, and the residents of Cutknife being repre- 
sented by counsel at the hearing, and what was alleged— 
It is ordered that the location of the applicant company’s station proposed to 
be erected at Cutknife, on the said south half of section 382, township 48, range 21, 
_ west of the third meridian, as shown in red on the plan filed with the Board under 
file No. 18630, be, and it is hereby approved: the said station to be erected in accord- 
oe with the applicant company’s standard structural plan “A” filed with the 
oard. 


J. P. MABEE, 
Chief Commissioner. 


MAXIMUM EXPRESS CHARGES FOR CREAM SHIPMENTS WEST OF 
PORT ARTHUR. 


At a sitting held in Winnipeg, Man., March 25, 1912, before the hon. J. P. 
| Mabee, Chiet Commissioner, and Commissioner McLean, the Board took up the con- 
sideration of the special local tariff of the Dominion and Canadian Northern Express 
Companies, applicable on cream between points in the provinces of Saskatchewan, 
- Alberta, Manitoba and Ontario, west of Port Arthur, for distances not exceeding 
300 miles, made effective March 1, 1912, which were suspended by the Board on 
November 27, 1911. The creamery companies were represented at the hearing by 
Mr. Whitla, K.C., and the Manitoba Dairymen’s Association by counsel, the express 
- companies through their representatives, Messrs. Burr and Muir. The judgment of 
the Board was delivered by Commissioner McLean, as follows :— 


j - . 
Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


1 The hearing of this matter, which was held in Winnipeg on March 25, 1912, was 
| the outcome of a series of negotiations which took their origin in the Board’s judg- 
ment in the Express investigation. f ; 

| At the hearing in Winnipeg on September 15, 1911, in which complaint was 


made by the Manitoba Dairymen’s Association against the express companies, on 
de reduction in the tariff on sweet cream 


the ground that these companies had not ma 
s judgment in the Express case, it was 


for buttermaking, as required by the Board’ 
stated by Mr. Burr, on behalf of the Dominion Express Company, that the express 
companies had been figuring out a new schedule of rates which they desired to sub- 
“mit to the Board. It was suggested by the Board that further negotiations should 
take place between the express companies and the parties interested, to see if an 
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agreement could be arrivd at. Subsequent to this, negotiations were carried on 
between the express companies and the parties affected. 

The question of the express tariffs on sweet cream, and on sour cream, in the 
territory west of and including Port Arthur, was dealt with in the Board’s judgment 
in the express investigation. The disposition then made was that there should be a 
lower rate on cream to the creamery for buttermaking than upon that used for 
domestic purposes. It was stated by the Chief Commissioner :— 


“Tt appears thac there is considerable shipment of butter by express from 
these creameries. The cream is their raw material. The company gets some 
earnings from carriage of the finished product, and so it is perfectly in order 
to give a lower rate on cream to the creamery than upon that used for domestic 
purposes, so we think the intention of the company should be given effect to, 
and the business of the creameries be left undisturbed. The tariff to be filed 
may provide for the existing sour cream rate upon all cream when shipped to 
creameries for use in the manufacture of butter. The tariff to remain as it is 
upon cream for domestic purposes.” 


There is an obvious anomaly in charging different rates upon the same commo- 
dity moved under the same general conditions, the only reason for the difference being 
the final use. The Board, in an early decision on October 10, 1904, when the Grand 
Trunk Railway applied for a ruling as to whether it would be allowed to continue a 
difference in the rate of freight on bituminous coal of 10 cents per ton between 
certain points on its line of railway, such reduced rates being in favour of the manu- 
facturer as compared with that charged the dealer or consumer, ruled that it could 
not properly entertain such an application. A similar position has been taken by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, which has ruled that it is improper to so base a 
classification that it makes the rate dependent upon the use to which the article 
shipped is to be devoted.—Jones Bros. Co. v. M. & W. R. R. Co., XXI., 1.0.0., p. 579. 


In its conference rulings it has laid down the position that:— 


“The carrier has no right to attempt to dictate the uses to which commo- 
dities transported by it shall be put in order to enjoy a transportation rate.”— 
Rule 34, Conference Rulings, Bulletin No. 4. 


It has reaffirmed this position in its decision in the matter of restricted rates.— 


20 L.C.C., 426. 


Its position is most succinctly put in the following words :— 


cer : ie A oe eee 

The rule is well established that a rate cannot be based upon the use to 
which the commodity is to be devoted; neither can a rate be confined by its 
terms or application to an individual or a class: it must be open to all shippers 


alike.”—Virginia Chemical Co. v. A. C. L. RB. R. Co.,. 22 1.0.0. 388% 


While it is true that the rate practice as to cream for buttermaking as distinct 
from cream for domestic use bore some features of analogy to the milling-in-transit 
privilege, it is apparent that the predominating -consideration was that the practice 
was an established one. In the absence of further evidence, and in the lack of com: 
plaint in regard to the higher rates on cream for domestic purposes, it was not deemed 
expedient to disturb the existing arrangement which the express companies had ini-: 
tiated. 

It was, however, recognized at the time of the hearing, that there would be a diffi- 
culty in differentiating between cream for buttermaking and cream for domestic 
purposes. It was then stated in evidence by Professor Mitchell, of the Manitoba 
Agricultural College, that “there would be a disposition on the part of some to ship 
eream presumably for buttermaking purposes, when in reality it would be used for 
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other purposes.” It was thought in the disposition under the judgment that the 
limitation of the buttermaking rate to cream “shipped to creameries for use in the 
manufacture of butter” would meet this difficulty. The existing difficulty in this 
regard was set out by Mr. Burr for the express companies, when he stated in the 
present hearing that they were :— 


“Willing to allow the present tariffs on both classes to remain in effect 
if we can have some protection in the matter; if we can know what is one and 
what is the other. You will recollect, sir, that in a conference we had in 
Ottawa on the same subject many months ago this question was discussed, and 
we ask that the shippers or the consignces pay us the charges on the higher 
rate, and when they proved to us satisfactorily that a part of the consignment 
was on the lower rate class, we would make a refund. You asked us to confer 
with the Winnipeg people on the point. They refused absolutely to have any- 
thing to do with that.” 


In the hearing in Winnipeg in September, 1911, already referred to, the same 
matter came up incidentally in evidence, and it was stated by counsel for the appli- 
cants that the matter might be arranged by allowing the cream to be billed in on the 
buttermaking rate, and that thereafter the consignees could pay the express company 
the difference in, rate on the portion of the consignments which might be used for 
domestic purposes. 

The more carefully one examines the situation, the greater appear to be the 
difficulties of carrying out a dual system of tariffs based simply upon differences in 
the use of the commodity. One cardinal intention of the Railway Act is that there 
should be adequate publicity for clearly-defined rates to be paid for services ren- 
dered. It is readily apparent that the dual system offers an inducement to an 
unscrupulous shipper to bill his cream on the buttermaking rate when in reality it 
is to be used for domestic purposes. While no such evasion of the intention of the 
tariff may have taken place it is manifestly counter to the obvious intent and policy 
of the Railway Act to leave not simply a loop-hole but a wide-open door available for 
such evasion. Such an arrangement sets a premium on perjury. It may happen also 
that there is an innocent evasion of the requirements of the tariff. Cream may be 
shipped in for buttermaking purposes. There may be some small surplus of sweet 
eream which is not used for this purpose and is sold fot domestic uses. It would 
put a great burden upon the creamery company to keep exact tab on such small 
sales. It is also apparent that such a small sale might be made by an innocent 
employee of the company, and without any guilty knowledge of the management of 
the company. 

The arrangement suggested by the company, namely, that all cream should be 
billed in on the higher rate, a refund being made on the portion which was used for 
buttermaking, is contrary to the policy of the Railway Act. It requires no elabora- 
tion to appreciate that this would leave a way open for rebating arrangements. On 
the other hand, the suggestion already referred to that all the cream should be shipped 
in on the lower rate, arrangements being made whereby a subsequent additional pay- 
‘| ment should be made for the portion of the cream used for domestic purposes, is 
equally open to objection as contrary to the policy of the Railway Act in regard to 
rebates. 

The tariff which was suspended on October 27, 1911, provided for a uniform rate 
on cream irrespective of its use. Mr. Burr, on behalf of the express companies con- 
cerned, stated, both in a communication to the Board which is on file, as well as in 
his evidence in the present case, that the computations in regard to rates under the 
tariff in question were that 20 per cent of the movement by express was for domestic 
use, and that 80 per cent was for buttermaking. The following table sets out a com- 
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parison of the existing rates on sour cream, the rates on sweet cream, and the new 
rate proposed in the tariff to apply on all cream irrespective of use :— 


Cream Rates in Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba and Ontario (West of Port Arthur). 


= 


Miles | Rates on | Rates on New Rates applying 
spe | Sour Cream. | Sweet Cream. on both kinds. 
5 8 10 5 8 10 5 8 10 
Do.. 14 19 24 3D 38 48 20 20 30 
Ue Grune UAL e Gia ery eh pean rent 16 20 29 | 36 58 72 25 30 35 
FAs OOM OR ee ee 20 25 30 48 77 95 30 35 40 
100 26 31 36 60 96 120 314) 45 50 
DOLE ee saree ie © Saale dian 38 43 48 72 115 144 45 55 60 
Lit (ae oe pn a CRIT 50 5D 60 84 134 168 549) 65 70 
SOU Nie et Meco s saat eet 62 67 72 90 144 180 65 7d 80 
2 NO Oe roils Bs cet SO, AC 7 ys 84 9% 154 192 75 85 90 


Mr. Carruthers, of the Crescent Creamery, stated that about 4 per cent of the 
eream received by him was for domestic purposes, and about 13 per cent was used in 
the manufacture of ice cream; the balance being used in the manufacture of butter. 
He stated further that during the year 1911 he had manufactured about 600,000 
pounds of butter. He contended that on account of the large amount of cream used 
“1 buttermaking, any decreases in the rate on cream for domestic purposes ‘would be 
more than neutralized by the increase in the rate on cream for buttermaking purposes, 
and he submitted a computation that at present the express charges on the total 
cream used in Manitoba would mean $42,000, while under the proposed tariff it would 
mean’ $66,000, or an increase of $24,000. 

Tt was contended by various witnesses that the conditions in regard to cream ship- 
ments by express in the northwestern provinces were entirely different from those 
existing in the province of Ontario. The essential point of difference referred to was 
the use of centralizing in connection with buttermaking. Mr. Carruthers testified that 
he had been engaged in the creamery business in Ontario and eastern Canada, an 
that he was more or less familiar with the conditions in eastern Ontario. The differ- 
ence as between Manitoba and Eastern Canada, he testified, was as follows:— 


“Well, the difference is this: In Eastern Canada the population whic 
is engaged in dairy farming is much more than it is here, and at every cross 
road, three or four miles apart, there is a cheese factory or butter factor 
where the farmer delivers his goods to be manufactured, while in Manitob 
everything has to be handled by the railroads to bring it to one common point, 
as there is no part of Manitoba that has population enough to support an 
local factory, either cheese or butter.” 


The same witness further testified :— 


“ : ° . 
I should judge that any shipments of cream in Ontario would be use 
for domestic use in large cities such as Toronto, Montreal and such points.” 


He further testified he did not know of any factory operating in either Ontar 
or Quebec on the same system as his company. Professor Mitchell, in his evidence, 
corroborated the evidence of Mr. Carruthers, stating that the cream in Ontario fo: 
ee aie ait practically all handled in an entirely different way from th 
in which it is handled in Manitoba, and that it is not shi 
aa ipped by express to an: 
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In such a comprehensive investigation as was carried on in the general investi- 
gation of the express rates, it necessarily follows that the general principles laid 
down do not exhaust the scope of regulative power. The Board was concerned with 
the investigation of the rates and practices of companies which had been a very 
much shorter time subject to the regulative jurisdiction of Parliament than had the 
railway companies. The scope of such a general investigation was, therefore, of 
necessity concerned with the blocking out of general reforms. The work of regula- 
tion in regard to express rates, instead of having been completed by the express 
judgment was simply begun by it. It will of necessity follow that in many cases com- 
plaints in regard to rates and practices will have to be dealt with from time to time. 
Some of these complaints may arise from conditions which were not developed at the 
time of the general investigation. Others may develop from conditions which were 
imperfectly set before us. At any rate, it is apparent that some time must elapse 
before a complete body of regulative experience in regard to express rates in Canada 
is developed, and this will be developed when dealing from time to time with com- 
plaints, both general and special, as they arise. This was affirmatively recognized in 
the Express judgment itself which, in dealing with the matter of rate complaints 
from various points in the west said: “ But these are not dealt with, as it is con- 
sidered that the better course to pursue is to await a general revision and re-align- 
ment that must follow these findings, when, if a more satisfactory situation is not 
brought about, complaints that have not been dealt with categorically, or solved in 
the general result, will be further considered.” 

The express companies, since the issuance of the judgment in the Express investi- 
gation, have been realigning and rearranging their rates. The experience of the 
Board in connection with this shows that further work is to be done and this will 
be dealt with. 

In the evidence and statements submitted, reference was made to conditions 
existing in the adjacent northwestern States, and it was contended by counsel for 
the applicants that the decisions as to express rates in these adjoining States gave 
the measure of what should be reasonable in the present case. It was stated in 
general terms by Mr. Carruthers, and by Professor Mitchell, that the conditions in 
these adjoining States of the American Union were practically identical with those 
existing in the Canadian Northwest. It was stated on the other hand by Mr. Burr 
that the conditions were dissimilar. But the situation is that the Board is left simply 
with two sets of assertions, neither of which is backed up by any evidence to substan- 
tiate the similarity or dissimilarity alleged. The Board has already held that where 
the traffic compared moves over two different routes, this precludes the mere reference 
to difference in mileage rates being taken as prima facie evidence of discriminatory 
treatment, and that this held with especial force where comparisons are made with 
the rates of railways which are not subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. Canadian 
Oil Companies v. Grand Trunk, Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway 
Companies, 12 Can. Ry. Cases, 355. ae 

The same line of reasoning covers the allegation of similarity of circumstances ; 
a prima facie case as a similarity of circumstances must be made; but this 1s not 
done by mere allegations. 

This Board fos always appreciated the value of the regulative work done by the 
Tnterstate Commerce Commission, and its findings have always been held in aie 
But the Board, in holding that the decisions of that Commission are oe oe 
their entirety here only in cases where circumstances 1n Canada are on a pee i 
the circumstances upon which the aforesaid decisions depended, has lente : 
burden placed upon it by Parliament of investigating the special Sea ae ee a 
the cases coming before it. The Interstate Commerce Commission ive , in dea 
with the situations arising from the regulation of rates by state railway commissions, 


has said that while upon general principles of comity the action of a state comm1s- 
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sion in fixing rates on state traffic must be treated with all due respect, at the same 
time the Interstate Commission has never felt itself bound to accept a state-made 
rate as the necessary measure of an interstate rate. That is to say, it must examine 
the circumstances for itself—H. HE. Saunders & Company v. Southern Express Co., 18, 
IC .C ae. 

Sufficient justification has been advanced for doing away with the anomalous 
situation of two tariffs dealing with the same commodity; the difference in rate being 
dependent upon the difference in use. The Board has always recognized the advantage 
of having a uniform tariff on cream, irrespective of its use in the section east of Port 
Arthur. The Board, by its order No. 13381, of March 21, 1911, dealing with the situa- 
tion east of Port Arthur, fixed certain express rates on cream for buttermaking, and 
a tariff of higher rates on cream for purposes other than buttermaking. It was found 
in practical operation that this arrangement was unsatisfactory, and accordingly 
order No. 14594, of August 21, 1911, was issued, fixing aniform rates for cream irre- 
spective of the use to which the commodity was applied. Such an arrangement having 
been made east of Port Arthur the question faces the Board, are the conditions suffi- 
ciently dissimilar west of Port Arthur to warrant a different treatment? As I con- 
strue the Railway Act, the Board must find its criteria of the reasonableness of 
Canadian rates within Canada. I further apprehend that while it is the policy of the 
Railway Act to foster elasticity of rate making in so far as it is compatible with 
publie policy, and that to this end the railways are permitted to vary rates with 
circumstances and conditions subject to the onus of disproof if these rates are shown 
to be prime facia discriminatory, there is not the same broad discretion vested in 
the Board. In other words, the Board, being concerned with the correction not 
primarily with the initiation of rates, must carefully consider in regulating rates in 
one section of Canada what it has done in another section of Canada. The railway, 
and what is here said covers the express company as well, having its finger on the 
pulse of trade may quickly vary rates to meet changing needs. The Board has not, 
and was not intended by Parliament to have, this direct relationship, since its powers 
are invoked only where grievances arise. It is concerned with corrective not with 
experimental rates. 

As has been noted, it was contended in the course of the hearing in the present 
case, that the conditions in regard to centralization differentiate the situation west of 
Port Arthur from the situation east thereof. The Board has, however, found on 
investigation, that the centralizing system is gradually increasing in Ontario, with 
which special comparisons were made in the course of the hearing. It is advised by 
the Dairymen’s Association of Western Ontario that the amount of cream shipped 
by express for buttermaking purposes is at least as great as that shipped for domestic 
purposes. The T. Eaton Company, which has the largest centralizing plant in western 
Ontario, manufactured in 1911, 841,000 pounds of butter. This company advises the 
Board that the relative percentages of cream shipped into their factory by express 
for buttermaking are, as compared with the shipments for domestic purposes, 933 
per cent and 6% per cent. Statements from other plants show that the percentage 
shipments of cream by express for buttermaking purposes are steadily increasing. On 
due consideration of the whole matter, it appears justifiable to take what has been 
done by the Board in the section east of Port Arthur as a measure of what it should 
do in the section west of Port Arthur. 

The tariff covered by the Board’s order No. 14594, above referred to, covers dis- 
tances up to 200 miles. As the situation in the present case requires a longer mileage, 
the rates may be stepped to 300 miles on the same basis as set out in the order, and 
indicated in the following table. The following tabular summary sets out a com- 
parison of the western sour-cream rate, the western sweet-cream rate, the eastern uni- 
form scale and the uniform seale proposed by the express companies :— 
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ey Western Western Kastern Propos 
Miles. Sour Cream. | Sweet Cream. Uniform Scale. Cities ae 
5 8 10 5 8 10 5 8 10 5 8 10 
DOR Ieee os 14 19 24 35 38 48 15 20 25 20 25 30 
SOF eee 16 20 25 36 58 72 18 26 31 25 30 35 
(Dee 20 20 30 48 7 96 22 ol 36 30 35 40 
LOOM sera. 26 31 36 60 96 120 26 36 41 35 45 50 
LO bsren rts 38 43 48 Year lilig: sea ee! 34 46 51 45 5d 60 
Q00R cea 50 55 60 84 134 168 42 56 61 | 5d 65 70 
ZOU seek. 62 67 ie 90 144 180 50 66 fet 65 75 80 
SOO rae as: 74 79 84 96 1548) 192 58 76 81 7 85 90 


I am therefore of opinion that the express companies should instal, within thirty 
days from date of the Order making this judgment effective, a tariff west of Port 
Arthur which will put into force the same provisions as are contained in the Board’s 
order No. 14594 subject to the rates for 250 and 300 miles being stepped as indicated. 
Further additional mileage, where necessary, should be covered by the tariffs on the 
same scale. 


Ottawa, July 28, 1912. ‘ 
Subsequently the following order was issued on September 4, 1912 :— 


Order No. 17384. 


Upon consideration of the tariffs filed on behalf of the express companies, and 
the hearing of counsel for the said companies, the hearing of shippers of cream and 
dealers therein, the reading of the exhibits filed, and the weighing of the evidence 

given and the arguments advanced as to the rates which the express companies should 
be authorized to charge for the shipping of cream and the services connected there- 
with—it is ordered as follows :— 

1. The maximum express charges for the shipment of cream and the services 
connected therewith shaJl be as set forth in the following tariff :— 


“<r ”__BXPRESS COMPANIES SUBJECT TO THE JURISDICTION OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY 
COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA, 


Special Tariff on Cream in Cans with or without jackets, plainly and distinctly sten- 
cilled and tagged (not in tubs). 


Applying between all points west of Port Arthur, Ontario; also between the said 


city and points west thereof. 
Covered by Express Classification for Canada, No. 2 (C.R.C. No. 2), supplements 


thereto, and reissues thereof, except as specified herein. 


; 5 gallon 8 gallon 10 gallon 
Miles. | cans. cans. cans. 
| 
2a fe | 
| Pach. |  Wach. Hach. 
25 yu chy pba alc Ra carrera | 20 cents. | 25 cents. 30 cents. 
I i ek ade eee nk ee depieesenes | Bou | BL ow | 86 on 
ny errs Sener rere ner ere eee os tan 
100 eee, Ms ieee oie) eves. 6) s.5, 616 a phe m6, 8a) eee)! 08) 586 & wos Cee | (MONG BE o 48 | 31 "W 41 " 46 " 
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(a) The above charges include the delivery of filled cans and the collection of 
empties for the dealer at all points where the express company furnishes a collection 
and delivery service for other goods. 

(b) In the case of shipments by a dealer, if filled cans are collected by an express 


company and shipped to a place where the said company does not furnish a collection 


and delivery service for any kind of goods, the above charges shall apply. 

(c) In places where a collection and- delivery service is not furnished by the 
express company, the charges—except as in subsection (b) shall be 5 cents per can 
less than the above rates. 

(d) There will not be any reduction on smaller or partially filled cans. 

(e) Two five-gallon cans will not be charged at the rate for a ten-gallon can. 

(f) Returned empty cans which when filled were carried under this tariff, will 
be charged at the rate of 5 cents each for return carriage on the railway. 


2. The terms and conditions set forth above shall be the only terms and con- 
ditions imposed or exacted by any express company in or in connection with the 
shipping of cream, excepting conditions as to the making out of way-bills and the 
loading of cans at flag stations. 


3. Every express company shipping cream— 

(@) Shall see that its messengers and other employees handle the cans with due 
care, 

(b) Shall deliver the cream (as a perishable commodity) with the least possible 
delay, especially in hot or very cold weather. 

(c) Shall arrange so that cans containing cream shall not be exposed to the 
sun or severe frost between the time of unloading from the car and delivery to, or 
removal by, the consignee. 


4. The provisions of this order shall become effective on the fifteenth day of 
October, 1912. 
D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


This order was amended by order No. 17492, dated September 16, 1912, as 

follows :— =a 
Order No. 17492. 

Upon its appearing that it was not the intention to interfere with the British 


“es Sgiae Cream Tariff, and upon reading the report of the traffic officer of the 
3oard— 


It is ordered that the said order No. 17384, dated September 4, 1912, be, and it is 
hereby amended to make the order apply between all points west of and including 
Port Arthur, within the provinces. of Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta, 
instead of between all points west of Port Arthur, as provided by the said order. 


H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


EXCESS BAGGAGE. 


The Grand Trunk Pacific, Canadian Northern, Ottawa and New York and the 


Wabash Railway Companies having published and filed a new regulation relating 


to “ Baggage of excess size” to take effect July 1, 11912, the Board suspended the 


operation of the regulation until the parties affected could be heard. Subsequently. 


the matter came before the Board for consideration at a sittings held in Toronto on 
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April 30, 1912, in the presence of counsel for the interested parties, but was not 
finally disposed of until a sittings of the Board held in Ottawa on May 31, 1912, 
when the Board, after giving the matter full consideration, decided to issue the 
following order :— 
Order No. 16710. 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in Ottawa, 
May 21, 1912, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, the Montreal Board of 
‘Trade, the Commercial Travellers’ Association of Canada, the Grand Trunk Pacific, 
Canadian Northern, and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies being represented at 
the hearing, and what was alleged; and upon the consent of the parties so repre- 
‘sented, the railway companies undertaking to amend the rule in their respective 
‘tarifis— 

It is ordered that the revised rule, submitted at the hearing, relating to “Bag- 
gage of excess size,” as follows:— 


“Commencing July 1, 1912, for any piece of baggage of any class (except 
immigrant baggage checked at port of landing, and whips in canvas or leather 
eases), the greatest dimensions of which exceeds forty-five inches, there will 
be an additional charge for each additional inch equal to the charge for five 
pounds of excess baggage,” 


be, and is hereby approved. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


APPLICATION OF THE CITY OF MONTREAL RF BELL TELEPHONE 
COMPANY RATES. 


Application was made by the city of Montreal, P.Q., to the Board for an order 
requiring the Bell Telephone Company to reduce its rates on telephones in the city 
of Montreal, as set out in the application. Also, to compel the telephone company 
to abolish its extra mileage rates and to operate its pay stations in the manner 
detailed in the application. Connected with this application there were also a num- 
bre of individual complaints brought by residents of the city of Montreal against the 
company in regard to its service and charges. After several hearings the matter of 
the application was finally disposed of at a sittings of the Board held in Montreal on 
the 11th of June, 1912, and the judgment of the Board was delivered under date of 
October 28, 1912, by Commissioner McLean, as follows :— 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 

_ These complaints were heard at the sittings of the Board in the city of Mon- 
treal, June 11 to June 15, 1912. The application of the city of Montreal may be sum- 
marized as follows:— 


ir (1) That the Bell Telephone Company should furnish service at $30 and 
$50 for resident and business telephones respectively per annum, instead of at 
$35 and $55. : 
(2) That such revised rates should apply throughout the city, thus includ- 
ing Ahuntsic, Bordeaux, St. Laurent and Longue Pointe ward. 
(3) That excess mileage charges should be abolished. 


In the complaint as launched by the city, one portion was to the effect that’ the 
zompany should operate its pay stations in such manner as would insure no ra 
nent being collected from the person using any of the aforesaid pay stations in the 
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event of it not being possible to effect a conversation with the person called. Mr. 
Butler, the city’s attorney, said, in the course of the hearing regarding this matter :— 


“We are advised by our engineers that that is a question that we should 
not in all fairness raise. Of course the city has made the complaint. I state 
that to the Board to make the statement of record. I do not want to say on 
the part of the city I waive it, simply my engineers advise me that that is a 
thing I should not raise at all.” 


In the absence of any evidence that there is any substantial grievance which it 
is within the competence of the’ Board to rectify, this phase of. the complaint may 
be dismissed. 

The complaints of Messrs. Thompson, Sharpe and Birchenough do not require 
separate consideration, as they are simply particular cases covered by the general 
subject-matter of the complaint of the .city of Montreal. The complaint of the 
Publishers Press, Limited, had been standing on the list for some time, and no 
appearance having been made by the parties applicant at the June sittings of the 
Board in Montreal, the complaint was dismissed. 

As further defining the city’s position, Mr. Butler said that— 


“while the city made no application that affected the rates of party line ser- 
vice, where such service was supplied, the city desired that the charge for. 
such service should not include a charge for excess mileage.” 


The application on behalf of the Bell Telephone Company was developed 
separately at the same hearing. But the Bell application being in effect one in 
avoidance of the application made by the city, it necessarily follows that the two 
applications were closely interrelated. For the purposes of the hearing they were 
practically complimentary phases of one hearing. And thus while the development 
of the city’s application was prior in point of time it makes for, clearness to first 
consider the application of the Bell Telephone Company. 

The city of Montreal has an approximate area of 40 square miles, or 25,147 
acres. The configuration of the site on which Montreal is located, has, owing to 
the locatios of Mount Royal, forced an east and west development. In more recent 
years there has been an expansion back of the mountain which, with new transporta- 
tion conditions, will undoubtedly develop rapidly. But up to the present time the 
location of the mountain has played an important part in the direction of the expan- 
sion of the city’s territorial area. At the same time there has been a rapid expansion 
of the territory included within the city limits. In the year 1910 the city added 
46 per cent to its area. The additions are as follows :— 


Longue Pointe, ian ape and Tetreauitville. . ee at 4,551°2 acra; 
BLGRGIMOME 0) ole sick penny Deyo ale whe! fevel uo aro vevw scatter Ural ety rad Secs bee Sy oo ue cee ee es 
Ville St. Louis. ae TS Se! Se ee RE a he eT 2 "720° a 
Paroisse St. Laurent.. .. .. .. ioe a eR 7 ne 877 °3 + 
PRUITIES IO. Seer es ake poke POL ee RA we ts bok See ee Ne 726 °3 “ 
Bordeaux. me. Pe See, OO EN eee Sat Ak ae 868°28 * 
Cote-des-Neizes (a ‘portion of). eT ee eC Pee Ie oe, Lk eS p> Bees ent 1,402 °17 a 
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: From the city hall it is about eight miles to Bordeaux, on the Riviére-des 
Prairies, or Back River, on the north; seven and three- quarter miles to the extrem 
east of Longue Pointe, and six and one-quarter miles to the extreme west of Notr 
Dame de Graces. Completely surrounded by the city’s territory are separate munici 
palities: on the west, Westmount, on the north, Outremont, and on the east 
Maisonneuve and St. Jean de Dieu. 
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| There are within the Montreal Exchange territory the following exchanges: St. 
Louis, Westmount, Main, East, Lasalle and Uptown. There were during 1911, 
33,344 subscribers and 35,407 telephone users’ stations. The telephone instruments 
used in Montreal in 1911 were 23 per cent of the total number used by the Bell sys- 
tem during that year. 

The rapid expansion of the city’s territory has undoubtedly given the company 
a difficult task in keeping pace with the city’s expanding needs. Notwithstanding 
the searching criticism of the city’s experts, there was no criticism of the equip- 
ment of the company. In fact, Mr. Kelsey stated that the equipment was in a 
thoroughly satisfactory shape. 
| The telephone situation in Montreal is complicated by the existence of a dual set 
of telephone rates. The situation as summarized in the evidence of Mr. Sise is that, 
somewhere about 1880 or 1881—the company started business in Montreal in 1879 
there was put in a business rate of $50 and a residence rate of $30. These rates, which 
are known as the Blake rates, still exist. At the time of their installation the company 
had, at the most, one thousand subscribers in Montreal. At that time there was a 
ground rod, or ground connection made at every instrument so that the completion of 
the circuit. was. made through the earth. Subsequently, with the advance of. tele- 
phonic art and the disturbance caused by the erection of wires for the users of elec- 
tricity here, as elsewhere, the needs of an efficient service rendered it necessary to 
adopt the central energy system. About this time the so-called solid back, or long 
distance transmitter was first introduced, and the company established rates of $70 
and $50 for these instruments on a central energy system, which required two wires 
for the circuit, as against $50 and $30 for the single wire service. Mr. Sise’s evi- 
dence summarized the situation as follows :— 


“CoMMIsSIONER GoopEvE.—Did you raise them at any time?—A. No, I 
say the $70 rate as against the $50 rate was established in that way at that 
time, so that the difference in rate between what is commonly called now the 
Blake, and the long distance rate, originated in the difference between grounded 
and metallic line service. That is, one had two wires and the other had one 
wire. Now the effect of that was this: the difference in rate was so great that 
very few people took it. Naturally, we found that the $70 rate was practically 
inoperative. That is, a very small percentage of the people were willing to 
pay such a large difference in the rate. At the same time, in order to render 
efficient service—in order to give any service at all, I might say—the company 
was obliged to make everybody’s line metallic, so that we had to give two wires 
to every subscriber and we had not the power to raise their rates. On the 
9th of July, 1893, the company’s charter was amended, prohibiting it from 
increasing any of its rates to subscribers without the consent of the Governor 
in Council, so that our legal advisers told us that we had the right to charge 
the higher rate for long distance service, the long distance instrument after 
supplying the metallic lines, but we could not oblige those having Blake -instru- 
ments to give them up, and it was a hopeless proposition to go to them and 
tell them that we had to raise their rate because we felt it necessary to improve 
the service and give them another wire and make the line metallic. The result 
of that was that for a great many years we had rates of $70 and $50 for busi- 
ness, and $50 and $30 for residence for these two classes of service. When I 
joined the company in 1898, or very soon after that, the difference was reduced 
to a difference of $10 instead of a difference of $20. Even that had not the 
desired effect, and it was finally reduced to a difference of $5, where it is to- 
day. That is the difference between the old and the new rate ; the old metallic 
line rate for long distance equipment is only $5. That is how this condition 


eame about. 
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“ Commissioner McLean.—It is now a difference based on difference of 
equipment, that is the apparent difference?—A. The apparent, yes, exactly. 
Q. The apparent reason for the difference between the two?—A. Yes. I have 
made that explanation somewhat lengthily because I want you to know that we 
don’t pretend that there is any justification for charging anything more fora 
long distance transmitter than there is for a Blake transmitter. I think the 
average telephone expert would come here and if we talked about the Blake 
transmitter they would say they had never seen one except in a museum. They 
have not been made to my knowledge for perhaps twelve years or more. We 
had a great number of them, owing to this condition, but had we been free to 
regulate our rates they would have been removed long ago. Now the result of 
a reduction from $70 to $60, and ultimately to $55, in the business rate for 
long distance equipment has enabled us to get rid of nearly all the Blake — 
transmitters, through active canvassing. Instructions were issued that no one 
should be compelled to take the long distance transmitter, but we actively can- 
vassed all our subscribers and the difference was so small that we succeeded at 
January 1, in reducing the number. 

“ Mr. MacrarLaNne.—January 1, of the present year?—A. January 1, 1912, 
this record year; the total number of Blake transmitters is only 615 out of a 
total of 35,407 instruments.” 


The company, in making its application for a $5 increase in rates or, in other 
words, for the authority to eliminate the Blake rates, has submitted an estimate as to 
the cost of replacing its plant in Montreal. The method whereby the inventory of 
the physical plant was worked out was explained in full detail by Mr. Winter. While 
the Board has not the advantage of the city’s criticism of the method used, it was 
apparent that the matter had been gone about in a very systematic manner, and in all 
probability the computation is as exact as any such computation, extending over such 
an area, can be. More controversial ground is entered upon when the methods where- 
by the valuation based on this inventory was arrived at are considered. These 
methods, as explained by Mr. Winter and Mr. Bloom, show that a system of unit 
costs was worked out. Here again the Board has not the advantage of the city’s 
criticism of the general method pursued. Mr. Kelsey criticized the cost of a couple 
of items with the details of which he felt himself sufficiently acquainted at the time 
to obviate the necessity of more detailed study. But the city’s criticism of the details 
of the replacement cost was merely incidental, since it stated that the proper basis 
for the computations that would show the reasonableness or otherwise of the rates, 
was to be found in the book value of the plant. Owing to the diametrically opposed 
positions of the parties, little light was thrown on this phase of the problem, notwith- 
standing the long examination of witnesses. 

It is not, however, necessary to go into any detailed analysis of the computations 
submitted by the company. The Bell Telephone Company of Canada is in an admit- 
tedly satisfactory position financially. Under such conditions, to justify the con- 
sideration of an increase of rates in the Montreal Exchange territory, it is first 
necessary to show that the exchanges operating in this territory do not contribute 
their proper proportion to the general revenue of the company. For the year 1911 
the gross returns for Montreal are given in statement © filed by the company as 
$1,413,824.39, while the net are given as $291,585.39, showing an operating ratio of 
approximately 80 per cent. While, of course, the relevancy of the comparison of per- 
centages varies with the bases on which the comparisons are made, it may be noted 
that for the same year the Bell Telephone Company of Canada showed an operating 
ratio of 78 per cent. It is also true that the net revenue of the Montreal Exchange 
is, as set out above, only 20 per cent of the net revenue of the Bell Telephone Compan 
of Canada for 1911; while, as has been seen, Montreal has 23 per cent of the tele 
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phone instruments of the whole company, and should presumably have at least the 
same percentage of earning power. But it must be remembered that the statement 
of net earnings for Montreal is made up of an exact figure, viz., the local revenues 
and a conjectural figure as to the long distance revenue, viz., 85 per cent of the long 
distance tolls, originating at the Montreal Exchange. While it is recognized that 
there are difficulties in the way of dividing up the revenue on a long distance message 
among the different portions of the system over which the message moves, it is at the 
same time admitted that 35 per cent is an arbitrary figure. Mr. Bloom stated in eyvi- 
dence that the Maryland Commission had used 20 per cent in the Baltimore case. On 
the recommendation of the officials in Montreal he had added 15 per cent as a factor 
of safety. He expressly admitted, however, that there was no scientific basis for his 
estimate. While Montreal only gets, under this estimate, 35 per cent of the long 
distance tolls originating at Montreal, the cost of the long distance operating at 
Montreal is charged against local revenues. It is apparent that an estimate so con- 
stituted, part of which floats in an atmosphere of hazy uncertainty, cannot be of much 
service as showing whether Montreal is or is not giving its proper proportion to the 
general revenues of the Bell Telephone Company. 

Valuable as the cost of replacement may be under certain conditions as a basis 
of rate regulation, a primary obligation rests upon the Montreal Exchange territory 
to show that the parent company does not receive a proper amount from it, and that 
the prosperity of the parent company is due to the larger returns from other exchanges 
or from other investments to which the Montreal Exchange has made no adequate 
contribution. It would also be necessary to show that the Montreal Exchange terri- 
tory has been unable to make a satisfactory contribution to the various reserves of 
the parent company, which amounted at the end of 1911 to $8,469,498.02. 


THE CITY’S POSITION IN REGARD TO BOOK VALUES. 


As has been indicated, the city bases its case on the book value of the plant. The 
city’s statement, as presented by Mr. Kelsey, estimates that the company in Montreal 
is earning 11 per cent on the book value. He presents the following statement—the 
first statement as to book value being from the company’s return to the city :— 


| Sef 6.6 Fach 0 eC ee Be 4,450,919 
Tess 20 per cent idle plant.. .. .. .. 22 «+ ++ ++ =: 183 
584,736 
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Total plant chargeable to present subscribers.. . 


The method whereby he figures out a profit of 11 per cent on the book value is 
set out in the following tabular summary, which shows the differences between his 


estimates and the company’s items :— 


ae 


RECEIPTS. 
Company. ~ Kelsey. 
| Wxchange revenue . $ 1,336,779 79 $ 1,336,779 79 
Long distance KS 71,318 98 236,643 09 
Leased lines... 3,206 00 3,206 00 
Miscellaneous.. .. 2,519 62 ; 2 
$ 1,413,824 39 $ 1,579,148 50 
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EXPENSES. 
Company. Kelsey. 

General GxpensGs favs ccial ce) ute p leg) SelPAliebile eh ge ot ele pO $ 38,138 $ 38,133 
Commerciale os penseac.. sso +) fos W iersy) aatihs Voile! ys 8 orem “eked ete 145,073 145,073 
Trafic Laer By et, SUS ee et RE Ae Rat Monae Ye 357,066 357,066 
Conduit. rental. Oe eee Oecd rd ce oe Ae 86 86 
TNSUNEe Se nes Aire Sis coe es ch akon cumple 13,492 13,492 
Repairse.. Shak eck Pe ee Sees por 183,140 ; 183,140 
Station removal, and changes. . CEs UIST e Blataa,, SLeaeeTeMeeee. a 27,910 27,910 
DOPLEGentlOm see cee tas a aes carcass) vole Bussed ele ied (tall in —oribenien cor 325,556 133,344 
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$ 1,122,239 $ 930,027 


Further summarizing Mr. Kelsey’s figures, the following result is obtained :— 


Total plant chargeable to pores subscribers. ee re. ee $ 3,692,278 
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Add long distance investment, 23.5 per cent.. .. .. .. «. $ 989,095 

$ 4,681,373 


Percentage of profit 11 per cent. 


The result arrived at by Mr. Kelsey depends on four sets of factors: (1) the 
deduction of idle plant, (2) the allowance of interest in idle plant during a portion 
of the time that it is unused, (8) a difference in the method of computation of long 
distance revenue, (4) a difference in the method of estimating depreciation. These 
demand further analysis. 


Idle Plants—A summary of Mr. Kelsey’s position, as set out in the city’s statement, 
and in his evidence will make clear his position. He states that:— 


“The Montreal plant is primarily designed for 50,000 subscriber telephone 
stations, or more. At present 35,603 stations constitute the active proportion 
of the property. It would be manifestly unfair to charge the investment charge- 
able to the future 14,397 or more subscriber stations to the present 35,603.” 


He quotes President Vail as stating in the 1910 report of the American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company that:— 


“Tt is sometimes advantageous to anticipate growth and it is often but only 
done when the saving on construction costs and other advantages more than 
balance the cost of carrying idle equipment. In other words, not to provide for 
advance construction doubles the cost of the plant.” 


He then states in his summary that “the average amount of the total property 
for a telephone company in present use, usually averages 80 per cent.” And he con- 
tinues :— 

“Notwithstanding Mr. Vail’s apparently generous position in the matter, 
we feel that since the 20 per cent excess property can be used up in four years, 
the company should only be allowed to add to the total plant value the legal rate 
of interest on the value of this idle plant for the average time of two years, 
instead of adding the total value of the idle plant itself.” 


That is to say, the net value of the plant in which rates should be computed should 
be based on the head value minus the value of the idle plant, plus two years’ interest 
on this idle plant. This 20 per cent covers not only future growth, but also other 
factors, such as removals, changes and spares neccessary to take care of accidents. 
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There is no question that preparation for future needs is one of the incidents of 
the proper management of a public utility corporation. If it is to allow demands for ser- 
vice to pile up and then make an expansion only after the urgency is sufficiently great, 
the public will be subjected to the disadvantage of delay in obtaining service, and at 
the same time the piecemeal method of construction this will necessitate will undoubt- 
edly add to the cost of the plant. A comprehensive system of preparation for future 
needs must be followed if there is to be proper expansion. Undoubtedly this will 
normally lesson the cost of construction to the company. It is also of advantage to 
the public using telephone service because it gives a decreased basis on which earnings 
are to be obtained. Telephone rates must, within certain areas at least, be average 
rates. A common rate covers in a certain class, not only a large user of service, but 
also a smaller user of service, and if the company can expand the area of its services 
while at the same time economizing in its capital costs it is to the interest, in the long 
run, of the telephone user. 

It is stated that this idle plant is used up in four years and that telephone users 
should be debited at any particular moment with only two years’ cost of this idle plant. 
| But this is conjecture. The so-called idle plant may be used up in much less time and 
so but little assistance in arriving at a decision is rendered by this computation. 

Again, even admitting that for some considerable period of time there is plant 
not actively in use, it does not necessarily follow that it is fair to deduct this from 
the plant value. A railway may add largely to its box car equipment in order to handle 
grain. The grain may be rushed forward and then a considerable portion of this 
equipment may be idle during the balance of the year. Again a large addition may be 
made to such equipment in expectation of large harvests and then through untoward 
natural conditions there may be short harvests, and consequent surplus of rolling stock. 
Should the railway receive no credit for this surplus, or should the credit be worked 
out simply as an average? As a matter of fact, in railway transportation, and also in 
telephone service readiness to serve is an important factor, and this readiness to serve 
is afforded in greater degree to the user of the telephone system when adequate 
preparation is made for future expansion. It may be urged that this readiness to 
serve is a readiness to serve prospective not present users, and that the cost of it should 
be therefore not charged against present users. But the prospective user is constantly 
becoming a present user. Further, one should not think of the situation as being 
- simply concerned with the new subscriber who has a telephone installed. There is also 
the advantage to the one who already has a telephone installed and the value of whose 
facility is increased by the additional new subscriber with whom he may now commu- 
“nicate. The value of the service is a most important factor. With every addition to 
the telephone network the range of the facility is widened for the one already using the 
telephone, and consequently, he is constantly sharing in the progressive utilization 
of the so-called idle plant—plant which, if properly handled, is simply a proper pro- 
vision for legitimate expansion. 

Again, the provision for 6 per cent interest on the idle plant, be it for two years— 
| or for a longer or for a shorter period—does not afford any proper index of what should 
be added. For if it is proper at the present moment to allow interest at 6 per cent for 
| two years on the idle plant, then it was proper to make a similar allowance ae in 
1909, and so on back through all the years that provision has been made for future 
| demands. This would mean a considerable addition to the plant value of the company. 
This addition is not before us. If it were it does not seem to me to be justifiable to 
increase by such a conjectural computation the value on which rates might be ae 
puted if book values are taken. If this were allowed it would happen that there would 
have to be added to the book value, and to the rates based thereon, allowance for a con- 
stantly expanding body of interest on the so-called idle plant of the past although this 


had long since been converted into plant in present use. 


Long Distance Revenue—As has been seen, the company has attributed to 
Montreal 35 per cent of the revenue from the long distance tolls there originating. 
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This, as has been pointed out, is a pure matter of conjecture. On the other hand, 
Mr. Kesley stated that as he had found from The Telephone Gazette that during a 
given period Montreal originated and terminated 144 per cent of the long distance 
business of the company, he considered it should, therefore, be credited with this per- 
centage of the long distance revenue of the company which would, that revenue being 
$1,632,021.37 for 1911, give Montreal $236,643.09. This may be more nearly correct 
than the estimate submitted by the company. Probably it is. But it is equally con- 
jectural in its basis. The company has professed its inability to properly divide up 
long distance costs. This has not been adequately combated by the experts of the city. 
Nor does it appear clear at the present moment how a scientific basis of distribution as 
between the lines originating or terminating the message within the city and the lines 
transmitting it beyond is obtainable. But once the message passes beyond the exchange 
limits of Montreal it is using the long distance transmission system of the company; 
all of the costs connected with the message in Montreal are not over when the message 
is either sent or delivered from there. There are costs beyond. To the extent of these 
undefined costs it is unfair to attribute the 143 per cent to Montreal as revenue, regard- 
less of the additional costs. 


Depreciations—The city’s experts state that their figure for depreciation, viz., 
$133,344 :— 

“Ts arrived at on a basis of $4 per station year for the average number 

of Montreal stations for 1911. This rate will furnish the means of keeping a 

telephone plant in perfect repair for all time, but of course will not permit of 

gigantic reserves. Such a rate of $4 per station year will admit of an eventual 

surplus of 10 per cent which is considered prudent enough for almost any 
business purpose.” 


The content of depreciation, as set out by Mr. Bloom in his evidence, covers 
gradual depreciation as the result of decay, wear and tear which occurs in spite of re- 
pairs; inadequacy or obsolescence which may be caused by advances in the state of 
the art; increase in traffic requiring plant of larger capacity; and changes in popular 
demand, age, use or public requirement. This is substantially the definition of. Floy 
in his Valuation of Public Utilities, p. 22, where he states that depreciation : 


“in appraisal work means a reduction in utility, expressed in dollars due to any 
deterioration in physical plant by reason of (a) wear and tear; (b) age or physi- 
eal decay; (c) inadequacy; (d) obsolescence; (e) deferred maintenance.” 


While Mr. Kelsey was disposed to criticize the provisions for inadequacy, obso- 
lescence and contingencies arising from storms, the experts on both sides agreed in 
recognizing the business importance of providing for depreciation. 

Mr. Kelsey has developed the idea of setting aside $4 per station year from his 
own experience. The company sets out, in its statement H, the following computation 
showing the average depreciation :— 
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DETAIL OF DEPRECIATION—MONTREAL EXCHANGE. 


Annual Depreciation. 
And of Plant. Replacement 
Cost. 
Per cent. | Amount. 

aeons ee Sasa. | 
$  cts.| $ ett: 
[uot sy ey Sto ee re GWA e ROOM bnnco oe RCs | es ae 
Builewgs* 2-2 + J. GO eRe eas ee oe 677,897 00 3°0 20,337 00 
C. O; equipment... ....-. Ceannor pork ee sae ees 1,448,052 00 O29) 143,357 00 

Sub-station_ equipment including installing pay stations and | 
eee a Rete oe seh gee ence esen| 654,052 00 | 10°0 | 65,405 60 
Dir ACORGMAGMBAM fon anions a gsi Feels eee dee ee Seas | 604,931 00 20 | 12,099 00 
T FF subsidary ..... Re ER Alors See noe | 106,752 00 | Gaieel 7,152 00 
ECMO TURE oe coe ew cy ee te ee eee tee ene nes | 691,714 00 | 3:0 7 17,751 00 
ee u  subsidary..... RET er esata Rl oe SE 163,023 00 | ey of 9,455 60 
Aerial cable se snes eee ee ee wees nee ie Oe ro Lon OO} 5°38 | 18,452 00 
Cable terminals... -..-. 2... 02-11. s eect eng ee ee ye teen ree 72,404 00 10°0 | 7,240 00 
Pole lines and CLOSS ATMS..-2 61.666 Lene eee eter es 262,000 00 10°0 | 26,200 00 
B&re copper Wire... ...2- 2. 6e 6 cheese eee eee Eee ee As | 55,881 00 5°8 3,241 00 
Bare irom Wire... 2... 002. esses e ee eect eee cette teens | 716 00 | 14°5 | 104 00 
Twisted pair-and interior block wire ... .......-+-++---+5- | 146,192 00 , 10°0 | 14,619 OC 
| a oar a ee, a 
Pet ORE RETAR OS ore uc ofoicn es Fo5. ee yes .....| 5,679,647 00 | 345,412 00 

| | 


Average depreciation 6°1 per cent. 


The Railroad Commission of Wisconsin, which has gone into the question of the 
regulation of public utility corporations more thoroughly than any other state com- 
‘mission, says, in regard to business practice in regard to depreciation :— 


“Depreciation is an item that is always present. Practically all parts of 
the physical property of the plants outside of perhaps the land, begins to 
deteriorate, as soon as the plant is ready for operation, and this deterioration 
continues until the property becomes useless. Part of this deterioration is 
due to wear and tear, and part of it is due to natural causes, such as the 
elements, &. As the different parts become worn out, they must be replaced 
by new, and this replacement is often very costly. It is an expense that also, 
in the end, must be borne by the customers of these plants, and is therefore a 
proper charge to operating expenses. As this depreciation is constantly going 
on, the charges by which it is covered should also be regular. That is, a sufl- 
cient amount of money should be set aside each year to cover the cost of 
replacing each part of the plant as it becomes useless or unfit for further use. 
The amounts so set aside should depend upon, or be adjusted to the life of the 
property. For property, the useful life of which is only ten years, the sum 
set aside must be relatively greater than for property that can be used twice 
as long. 

“There are two methods in common use among public utilities, outside of 
steam railways, for determining depreciation. One of these is known as the 
straight line method. Under it the life of the unit is determined, and it is 
then assumed that during this life the depreciation is uniform. For units 
having a life of ten years, one-tenth of their cost is then set aside annually for 
their replacement. When, of these ten years, five have elapsed, the unit is 
supposed to be worth only one-half of its original cost, or of the cost of 
replacing it. This method is comparatively simple and has been widely used. 

“ The other method is based upon a slightly different theory. In this case it 
js assumed that the amount set aside annually for depreciation should be 
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invested at compound interest, and that the amount so set aside, plus the 
interest, will be sufficient to cover the replacement at ths end of the life of the 
property. Since, in this case, the interest also is made a part of the fund, it 
follows that the amount that must be set aside each year is smaller than it 
would be if interest was not allowed or included. Under this method the value 
of the unit at any intermediate year during its life is its first cost, or the cost of 
reproduction less the amount of the sums set aside, including the interest on 
the same. 

“ Under the first of these plans, the drop in value is the same each year dur- 
ing the entire life of the unit. Under the second method the drop is light at first, 
while the amount set aside is small, but it increases as this amount grows larger, 
and toward the end of the period it rises quite rapidly. For short life units 
the difference between the two methods is probably not very material. For 
long life units, on the other hand, the difference may be of importance. This 
is especially true when there are changes in the ownership. Since under the 
latter method the fall in the value is greater in the latter than in the first part 
of the period, it would also seem that depreciation would fall heavier on pur- 
chasers than on sellers of such plants. This is a matter, however, that can 
probably be adjusted without much trouble. Upon closer analysis it would 
probably be found that neither method exactly corresponds to actual experience. 
The latter, however, appears to be the more highly recommended. When 
strictly adhered to, it would also seem to be the more economical.”—Hiull et al, 
v, Antigo Water Uo., Wisconsin Railroad Commission, August 8, 1909, pp. 
21-22. 


It has also stated :— 


“The amount that should be charged annually for depreciation is difficult 
to determine. The life of the various classes of property depends very largely 
upon the original quality of the same, the location, the kind of usage to which 
it is subjected, the amount expended for ordinary or current repairs, and upon 
other factors of this character. In addition to this there is also the questign of 
obsolescence, or such changes as become necessary because of new inventions 
or because of changes in the art. In the electrical field in particular such 
changes are very frequent. It is usually }ld that from 5 to 10 per cent on the 
investment is required yearly to meet depreciation of all kinds depending upon 
conditions. Where current repairs are light, it is probable that the amount to 
be set aside will closely approach the latter figure; when current repairs are 
heavy, and the property kept in good condition, the former figure may be suff- 
ecient. A great deal depends upon the conditions under which the plant is 
operating. It is probable that the actual amount that is needed by any 
particular plant can be determined only through experience ana by a close 
study of all the facts involved.”—Railroad Commission of Wisconsin, June 2,” 
1908, City of Dodgeville v. Dodgeville Electric Light and Power Company. 


In practice, the Wisconsin Commission has recognized varying rates of depre- 
ciation depending upon particular facts. In one case it recognized a rate of 8-67 per 
eent. But aside from this case it has recognized rates varying from 63 per cent to 
14.16 per cent. In Louisiana, the Special Committee of the New Orleans Board of 
Trade has approved of a rate of 74 per cent.—Report of the Special Committee of the 
New Orleans Board of Trade on “ Telephone Conditions in New Orleans, etc.’ Ap- 
proved April 8, 1908, p. 68. 

In Massachusetts the eminent telephone engineering experts, Messrs. D. C. and 
W. B. Jackson, have recognized a depreciation rate of 7-3 per cent of the value— 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 29 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


exclusive of land, general supplies, and working capital—assachusetts Railway Com- 
mission Report, 1909, p. 21. 

In Nebraska a rate of 8 per cent has been recognized by the State Railway Com- 
mission. While in South Dakota rates of from 6 per cent to 8 per cent have been 
approved by the State Railway Commission. In Kentucky the Federal Circuit Court 
has approved of a rate of 7 per cent, while in Oklahoma the same rate has been 
approved by the Supreme Court of that State. 

The Maryland Commission, in the recent Baltimore case has recognized 6 per 
cent as a proper rate. Public Service Commission of Maryland, in the matter of 
the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company of Baltimore, Case No. 38, pp 3 
and 4. 

The Public Utilities Commission of New Brunswick has expressed the opinion 
that 8 per cent is justifiable—Board of Commissioners of Public Utilities of New 
Brunswick in the matter of W. Frank Hatheway et al v. New Brunswick Telephone 
Company, Limited, p. 15. 

The reliance which Mr. Kelsey reposed on the Hagenah report as confirmatory 
of his position, that the setting aside of a specific sum per station year gave an. 
adequate provision for depreciation, makes it of value to look into this report in some 
detail. This report was presented to the telephone sub-committee of the city of 
Chicago, December 27, 1910, by William J. Hagenah. Not only in his specific cal- 
culation of depreciation of value, his statements as to the content of depreciation are 
also pertinent. He states that :— 


“The first step in the determination of what constitutes a sufficient charge 
against operation for this purpose (+¢., depreciation) is the calculation of 
the approximate life of the plant as a unit, or its composite life.”—p. 47. 


On the basis of computations presented, he estimated that a depreciation rate 
of 6-66 per annum would be sufficient. He, however, prefers the sinking fund method, 
and states that it is not sufficient to deal with the plant as if it always continued 
in use until replacement was necessary. Consequently, there must be additional _ 
loading. He sets forth his conclusion as follows:— 


“Municipal requirements, the demands caused by city growth and the 
rapid growth of the company itself, occasions expenditures of this character. 
The frequent changes in telephone locations due to subscribers discontinuing 
their service, or removing to another part of the city, resulting each time in 
the loss of certain property, also makes the actual depreciation in excess of 
what appears necessary under normal conditions. Jor these reasons, as justi- 
fied by an analysis of expenditures covering some of the above items, the yearly 
rate of depreciation for this plant may be placed at 54 per cent.”—p. 41. 


It is apparent that whatever agreement exists between Mr. Kelsey’s station year 
basis and Mr. Hagenah’s percentage basis is one of coincidence, not of principle. 
The latest expression of Mr. Hagenah on the subject of depreciation has been 
| in connection with the Wichita case. Here he has stated that :— 

«| . applying well established principles for this determination, it 
would appear that an annual allowance of 8 per cent on the reproduction cost 
now of the depreciable property when placed in a separate reserve would per- 
mit of the ultimate reproduction of the property.”—Analysis of Rate Schedule 
submitted by the Missouri and Kansas Telephone Company to the City of 
Wichita, Kansas, May 29, 1911, by William J. Hagenah. 


sanction both of business 


In general, then, the percentage basis has the 
Either the straight line or 


_ experience, and the approval of regulative tribunals. 
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the sinking fund method may be used. While the latter is more scientific, no 
inherent objections attach to the former. 

For the reasons already stated the book value*of the Montreal plant is taken, 
as stated, at $4,480,919. Mr. Kelsey also includes in his plant value the item of 
$989,095 for long distance investment. While his figures for long distance toll 
revenue properly attributable to Montreal are conjectural and subject to the criti- 
cisms already made, they may be taken as set down. On the expense side deprecia- 
tion may be calculated on the value made up of the book value as given, plus Mr. 
Kelsey’s allowance for long distance equipment, but deducting therefrom the value 
of the land as returned in the company’s statement A. 

It will be noted that while in the company’s statement of depreciation already 
quoted no allowance is made for depreciation on land, there being normally an 
appreciation in this item, the value of the land is included in the base on which 
the average percentage of depreciation is computed. This of necessity decreases the 
percentage ratio. It is proper to deduct the value of the land obtaining thereby on 
the company’s figures on the items subject to depreciation, a rate, not of 6-1 per 
‘cent, but of 6.77 per cent. 

A comparison may be made with the figures as given in the Hagenah report. In 
that report a calculation of composite life is given on page 48 thereof. The Mont- 
real percentage figures may be converted into figures of life in years. The following 
table which covers the leading items of the two tables gives a comparative statement 
so far as identity of subject matter renders comparison possible :— 


Montreal Chicago (Hagenah report) 
Life in Years. Life in Years. 

Buylldings,< 834) VSars.:. of wyisail s.0) ase ers, wah Sieg eur aus, Mle dist alg are, ae yeu eed a ee 
Wo ©, equipment, 10 st “yearse! <shicw am ois sna ah veiw: Mote even wie ce sence oe te anne es 
substation ‘equipmentvand P. BiexX’s: 10 Vears's.. maveo «© ois sh sg numeceenne ere eemeeO ‘ 
UG. Conduit-main;- 50) years.) se Gee. Bee RA eee ess He ee ae 
iW. G. cable-main; 334) years swe. Peis: voici, Yess seuom ue asa ite tone teal Solstice So. Sree eee neem mR ae 
Aerial ‘cable, 1052: Yaris. cc ap wis hes) ais eee en wa I atc, eye ce aT Lae ne eT as 
Bare copper “wire; 17 #2 “yearscc bak es pace let ice cracls G'aoleaes Sue eet eee < 


The Hagenah report states “while certain of the items are estimates, and must 
necessarily be so, they are based on the experiences of many plants and substantiated 
by the judgments of those whose knowledge and experience make their opinions valu- 
able”—(P. 47). The Montreal figures are Montreal “experience” figures, which are 
stated to be in substantial harmony with the American Bell experiences. 

After due consideration it does not appear that the revised percentage of 6-77 
adopted by the company in the present case is out of line, or that the percentage 
system is improper. 

In considering the correlated figures the following results are now obtainable :— 


EBOOKS MENLO ue crx a Jeisra Sia gies yale alt os fos afetailen td) Sei cure w 7-08 cetera ne a 4,489,919 
hone distances’ equipment, 236 per cent. 0°. 22,0... 25). .. eee "989.095 
Receipts as per Kelsey statement.. .. .... .. $ 1,579,148 
Expenses per company’s figures, less depreciation. .$ 795,683 
Depreciation at 6:77 per cent on adjusted book 
Waele. less land (values yO. ays) ico ee 8S 330,196 1,125,879 
PURE OAM ITON Ame ee oa See Pe Pee. nen $ 453,269 


Percentage of profit. . ee ac a reer Caer. i 8:28 
, In this analysis the attempt has been made, so far as possible, to eliminate con- 
jectural computations, or methods of calculation of depreciation which have not the 
sanction of experience and authority. Mr. Kelsey stated in evidence that a return of 
8 per cent on book value was justifiable. The difference between this figure and the 
figure 8-28 per cent is too slight to warrant a rate reduction on this basis, or in fact 
to permit an appreciable revision to be made. It must be frankly recognized that 
there enters into the computation the conjectural element as to long distance earn- 
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ings which, as here included, is probably a maximum, and it is apparent that any 
variation downward of this figure would decrease the percentage of return. It may 
also be frankly admitted that with more refined data a more exact analysis could be 
made. It is problematical whether this would make inuch difference. 

The burden is on the one attacking the reasonableness of a rate to make out an 
affirmative case. It appears, therefore, that the city has not upheld its attack on the 
reasonableness of the rates per se. 


THE BLAKE SET AND THE LONG DISTANCE TRANSMITTER. 


The difference in rates between the Blake sets and those equipped with the long 
distance transmitter has already been referred to in Mr. Sise’s explanatory statement. 


Mr. Mott, in the course of his evidence for the city, said:— 


“The principal difference between the Blake set and the common battery 
set is in the transmitter. Now these Blake sets, as I started to say, are more 
expensive sets than the common battery sets. They are more expensive to 
maintain. The same plant equipment is used in connection with the Blake 
set as is used in connection with the common battery set, and yet with the more 
expensive instrument, the Blake set, more expensive than the common battery, 
and more costly to maintain, this company charges $5 less for its use.” 


The Blake set was spoken of by Mr. McFarlane in the course of his argument, as 
inadequate equipment. While Mr. Mott contended that the principal difference was 
in respect to the transmitter, Mr. Sise admitted that so far as the difference between 
the long distance transmitter and the Blake transmitter was concerned there was no 
justification on this ground for the difference in charge. Mr. Mott and Mr. Sise are 
agreed that the Blake transmitter does reproduce the voice well. Mr. Mott, in cross- 


examinatiton, stated that the Blake transmitter, unless reconstructed, is not as good 


as the long distance transmitter for long distance conversations. Mr. Sise’s conten- 
tion that the Blake transmitter was out of date is corroborated by Mr. Mott, who 


states that his information is that it is not being manufactured to-day. In the terri- 
‘tory with which he is especially acquainted in the United States, it has not been in 


use since about 1898. It was found that the Blake set was not so satisfactory in 
connection with the metallic service. 

The metallic circuit, or two wire system, is now used with the Blake set as dis- 
tinguished from the old system of a single wire with a ground connection which is 
no longer workable in large cities. But while it is thus connected up with the central 
energy, or common battery system, and while the subscriber may be spoken to from 
Central on this central energy equipment, it is necessary in order to operate the 
transmitter at the subscriber’s substation, to have a single cell battery at each sub- 
station which is equipped with a Blake set. That is to say, that while the subscriber 
may be spoken to from Central by means of the central energy equipment, he cannot 
speak to Central or to another subseriber unless his set is equipped with a Leclanche, 
or dry cell battery. 

The situation then, is that through advance in telephonic art the Blake set. is 
‘now out of date and is no longer manufactured. It further appears that unless there 
is additional equipment it will not work in connection with the central energy system 
which is now almost universally used in large installations in connection with manu- 
ally operated telephones. 

Tn the case of the central energy system, the battery power necessary for signal- 
ling and for the transmission of speech is located at Central. On this account it is 
much easier for the experts of the company to detect and remedy defects in connec: 
tion with subscribers’ instruments. In the case of the Blake set the detection and 
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remedying of defects necessitates more frequent visits of inspecting officials to see the 
individual instruments than are necessary in the case of the ordinary instruments. 

The 615 telephones of this type now in use in Montreal are simply survivals. It 
is not the function of the Board to order that antiquated apparatus should be con- 
tinued or discontinued unless the efficiency of the service is involved. It is true that 
the evidence points to the Blake set being a more expensive instrument to operate, 
while at the same time it has a lower rate. But this is not a conclusive criterion of 
discrimination in the present instance. The ultimate determination of whether a 
preference is undue or a discrimination unjust, is a question of a quantitative weigh- 
ing of facts. In the present case the number of the Blake sets is so small as compared 
with the total number of instruments in use, that it does not appear justifiable to 
intervene to change the existing situation. 


DISCRIMINATION. 


The central fact in the city’s attack on excess mileage charges is that they are 
discriminatory. The matter of discrimination was developed in the evidence of Mr. 
Mott. The question of discrimination was urged as to localities. City rates have 
been extended to Montreal West, Outremont, and Notre-Dame de Grace and Mount 
Royal wards. It is complained that the residents in Ahuntsic, Bordeaux, and Longue 
Pointe have to pay excess mileage. It is alleged that this difference is discriminatory. 
It is further contended that the existing method of computing excess mileage is dis- 
eriminatory. The position as set out by the city in its summary may be quoted :— 


' 

“The company’s present method of computing its extra mileage charged 

is most unjust, as will be seen from the following examples: in the western 
portion of the city the free flat rate service is furnished 3-25 miles west of 


Westmount exchange. If, however, a subscriber is located 3-5 miles from the 


same exchange or -25 mile beyond the free area, he is charged an excess mileage 
of 2.5 miles, or $50 per annum for the additional -25 mile beyond said free 
area, this for the reason that the extra mileage charge commences at an imagin- 
ary line-one mile distant from the Westmount exchange and not from the 
boundary of the free area. The same condition prevails in greater or lesser 
degree from other exchanges of the company. The St. Louis exchange imagin- 
ary line is -75 mile within its free area limits.” 


The rapid expansion of the territory of the city of Montreal has, no doubt, pre- 
sented many difficult problems to the company. While it would appear that in the 
extension of services the company might have made use of a zone system, they have 
seen fit to make a haphazard and unsymmetrical series of extensions which are, no 
doubt, due to concentrating attention on tthe particular facts of a particular case 
alone. The existence of a flat rate to Montreal West, a distance of six and one- 
quarter miles from the city hall, is considered as especially discriminatory by the city 
as compared with the rates te the north and east. In dealing with this situation Mr. 
Sise said that the one point, in his opinion, where the company was open to criticism 
was in extending the Montreal rates to Montreal West and Notre-Dame de Grice. 
At the time the rate was given to Montreal West there was a considerable amount of 
farm land between it and the city. At the time the rate was extended to Montreal 
West the company was granted an exclusive franchise. This, however, has expired 
now and no reliance is placed upon this point. Further, My. Sise testified under 
examination by Mr. MacFarlane: 


“Q. Would it be fair to take the city hall as the centre of the city at the 
present time, or would you consider it to be the centre of the city ?—A. Oh, no, 
I don’t think you can take any point to measure any one point in a thing of 
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| this kind. I suppose the city hall is as reasonable a centre as any other, or the 
Main exchange, if you take it. We admit the apparent discrimination in the 
| west as compared with the north and east; that is discrimination in that 
locality as against the others, but we state that we claim that we made a 
mistake in extending to that territory. There is no discrimination between 
parties in the same territory.” 


In December, 1910, when the Bell Telephone Company made an application for 
the approval of certain tariff supplements covering territory connected with the 
Toronto exchange, the tariffs in question were found to be discriminatory. The late 


Chief Commissioner said :— 


“At the threshold of the inquiry it appeared that some years ago the 
company voluntarily established certain tolls to certain districts and subscribers 
in certain districts at the east end of Toronto, and have maintained these tolls 

| for many years, and now, when new districts come in at the north and at the 
west, the company, alleging that it is furnishing facilities to subscribers in the 
east at unprofitable tolls, propose to increase the tolls to subscribers in these 
new districts to the north and to the west. 

“Tf that were permitted, clearly the statute would be violated, because the 
company would be charging, with the sanction of this Board, tolls to “A,” 
living in West Toronto, higher than tolls to “B,” living in the eastern section 
of the city; the distance to the subscriber in West Toronto being lower than 
the distance to the subscriber in the east end of the city, the conditions being 
similar. . . 

“Tn the result, therefore, nothing is left but to say that under the law, 
and the situation the Bell Telephone Company has brought about, there is 
no alternative but to treat the people in West Toronto as the people in the 

(2 rest of the city are being treated, and that they will be entitled to pay the like 
tolls.” 


It might seem at first blush that the facts of the Toronto case are on all fours 
with those in the case now before us. But this would rest on a partial view of the 
ease. Mr. Sise was quite correct when he stated in evidence :— 


“ Ag I said in the first part of my evidence, it is not a city of Montreal 
proposition at all, it is the community and the community embraces Outre- 
mont, Westmount and Maisonneuve.” 


The peculiar form of Montreal’s civic boundaries emphasizes the fact that there 

is no necessary sacred connection between free exchange limits and civic limits. When 

untrammeled by arrangements already made by the company it is a question of par- 
ticular facts. 

In the Toronto case the Board was confronted with a situation lying wholly 
within civic limits. In the present case the separate municipality of Montreal West 
is introduced as the measure of the discrimination. It is thus a question of distance, 
not of civic limits. 

. No adequate justification of the continuance of the flat rate to Montreal West, 
while a similar arrangement is refused to sections of the Montreal Exchange terri- 
tory situated at a similar distance from the main exchange has been made. The 
existing arrangement is discriminatory. Whatever be the exact distance from the 
Main exchange to the furthest point of Montreal West which is given the flat Mont- 
real rate, this distance should be taken as the radius of the zone to be described, with 
the Main exchange as a centre from the west to the east of Montreal Exchange terri- 
tory as at present constituted, and within the zone so determined the Montreal flat 


rates should be made applicable. 
We—3 


. 
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EXCESS MILEAGE. 


As to the general question of excess mileage, this has been dealt with in so far 
as discriminatory features are connected with it. Tt is not the existence of excess 
mileage which constituted the discrimination. It was the charging of excess mileage 
+n one district while another similarly situated did not have it charged to it. In 
so far as the charge per mile is concerned, this is concerned with a general question 
affecting not only Montreal but other cities. Nothing was disclosed in the record 
which is of any assistance in the determination of this matter, and so it will not be 
passed upon until further information is obtained. 


COMPUTATION OF EXCESS MILEAGE IN MONTREAL EXCHANGE TERRITORY. 


The company’s position is that it has first to define a boundary within which the 
“flat rate applies. Then it has to determine rates for everybody residing beyond the 
boundary; for it does not consider that people residing beyond the boundary are 
entitled to the maximum length of line. As.an example of the company’s practice, 
under its tariffs, Mr. Sise said that in the case of the St. Louis exchange all indi- 
viduals residing beyond the free area are charged on a basis which allows one mile 
from that exchange. 

It is stated that the question of average enters to a great extent into the work- 
ing out of telephone rates. This is unquestionable. The man who makes but little 
use of his telephone is bulked up with the man who makes a large use of his tele- 
phone while paying the same rate. The man who uses his telephone facilities to a 
slight extent is aiding in paying for the facilities enjoyed by the man who makes 
constant use of his telephone. This is an anomaly inseparable from the flat rate 
system. But while the principle of average is to be recognized, the situation that 
faces us is this: the man living within the free area gets the full advantage of the 
free area, while the man who lives beyond the free area does not get the full advant- ° 
age of this. 

Now as to the man within and the man without the free area, no attempt was 
made to justify the difference in treatment by differences in conditions as to equip- 
ment or as to conditions of transmission within the free area. In the case of a 
message transmitted to one man just within the free area, and to another just beyond 
it, it is not alleged that there is any physical difference or any difference as to the 
cost of construction of the wire mileage up to the boundary and the same extent of 
wire mileage up to the boundary forming part of the mileage to the point beyond and 
over which the message to the point beyond travels. That is to say the only justifica- 
tion alleged for the difference in treatment is the principle of average. 

In dealing with questions of discrimination in regard to telephone rates, the 
Board is referred by Parliament to the provisions of the statute dealing with freight 
tolls. Now in the present case the situation may be deemed analogous to a local haul as 
compared with a through haul, the distance covered by the local haul being common to 
both movements. Now while in practice the situation is constantly met where the 
portion of the through rate for the mileage of the local haul is less than the local 
rate thereon it is abnormal to meet the situation where this portion of the through 
rate is higher than the local rate. A mere principle of average could not be invoked 
to justify this difference. As I read the Railway Act, Parliament has not empowered 
the Board to accept it here. 

Where the conditions of telephone transmission up to the limit of the free area 
of an exchange are the same, it is discriminatory to treat the man living beyond this 
area and within the Montreal Exchange territory in a different way from the man 
living inside this area. That is to say he should have the same free mileage allowed. — 

The directions as to rate adjustments above given should come into force by — 
January 1, 1913. 


Ottawa, October 28, 1912. 
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Order No. 18412. 


Upon hearing the application at the sittings .of the Board held in the city of 
Montreal on the 17th day of June, 1912, the applicant and the respondent company 
being represented by counsel at the hearing, the evidence offered, and what was 
alleged; and upon reading what has been filed in support of the application and on 
behalf of the respondent company— 
It is ordered as follows: That . 

1. The applications for an order requiring the respondent company to abolish 
its present charges of $55 and $35, and to substitute $50 and $30 per annum for 
business and residence telephones respectively, and to operate its pay-stations in such 
a way as to ensure that no payment shall be collected unless a conversation is effected, 
be, and they are hereby refused. : 

2. The respondent company shall extend its present Montreal flat rate to the 
territory north of the St. Lawrence river within a radius of six miles from its main 
exchange in the city of Montreal, as shown by a black line on a plan on file with the 
Board. 

3. In the case of subscribers’ stations located within the Montreal Exchange ter 
ritory, but beyond the flat rate zone as defined by clause 2 hereof, mileage, if charged, — 
shall be charged only on the portion of the subscribers’ line located beyond the afore- 
said flat rate zone. 

4. The respondent company shall forthwith publish and file the necessary tariff, 
or tariffs, making the provisions of this order effective by the first day of February, 
1913. 

5. The application of the respondent company for permission to amend its tariff 
of tolls to be charged within the exchange limits of the city of Montreal, C.R.C. No. 
1435, is hereby refused. 

DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


PRESS TELEGRAPH TOLLS. 


Application having been made by the Canadian Press Limited, Toronto, Ont., to 
the Board, asking that the Great North Western Telegraph Company and the Western 
Union Telegraph Company be required to file with the Board, a press service rate in 
all Canadian territory. The matter was set down for hearing at sittings of the Board 
held in Toronto, April 30, 1912. Subsequently the judgment of the Board was delivered 

*by the Assistant Chief Commissioner, concurred in by Commissioners Mills and 
McLean. The following is the judgment referred to:— 


The Assistant Chief Commissioner: 

In this matter the applicant was represented by Mr. E. W. McCready, the manager 
of the St. John Telegraph, and the St. John Evening Times; and Mr. H. V. 
McKinnon, representing the Maritime Province papers. 

The application was twofold. First, that the Great North Western and the 
Western Union Telegraph Companies be ordered to provide special tolls for press 
Service similar to tolls which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Telegraph had 
established by agreement with the Press Association; and, second, that the Canadian 
Pacifie Railway “ompany’s Telegraph, the Great North Western, and the Western 
Union Telegraph Companies, be ordered to restore the rate in the Maritime Provinces 
of 25 cents per 100 words for “ Press specials,” which had been in effect prior to the 
‘1st September, 1910. vs 

: With regard to the first portion of the application, I am of the opinion that the 
applicant’s request should not be granted. About two years ago the question of the 
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collection and despatch of news for the press by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s Telegraph, as well as the rates charged for such service, was before the 
Board and an agreement was arrived at between the parties interested and new rates 
put into effect. The Great North Western and Western Union Telegraph Companies 
were not parties to that agreement, and they had not sought the press business, or 
provided the special facilities for its collection and distribution which the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company’s Telegraph had. The Great North Western and the 
Western Union Telegraph Companies contend that the applicant’s business would be 
unremunerative and they do not want it at the rates which are paid the Canadian 
Pacific. Under these circumstances, I see no justification for imposing this burden 
upon these companies. 

With regard to the other branch of the application: It appears that for many 
years, prior to the 1st September, 1910, the telegraph companies carrying on business 
in the Maritime Provinces gave a rate of 25 cents per 100 words on what was called 
“Press specials,” i.e., a special despatch to an individual newspaper. This rate had 
been voluntarily established by the companies. Twenty-five cents per hundred words 
is to-day and for many years has been the rate charged in Ontario and Quebee for 
such service. On or about the 1st September, 1910, the telegraph companies com- 
menced charging 50 cents per 100 words for “ Press specials” in the Maritime Prov- 
inces, although the 25-cent rate for similar service was continued in Ontario and 
Quebec. This, I think, establishes a prima facie case of unjust discrimination against 
the Maritime Provinces, and as at the hearing the companies did not establish that 
there were special circumstances and conditions which justify the difference in rate, 
I think this portion of the application should be granted, and the telegraph companies 
ordered to restore the 25 cent per 100 words rate in the Maritime Provinces. 


J. M., 8. J. MeL. 


Orrawa, May 10, 1912. 
DARCY SCOTT. 


In pursuance of the judgment the Board issued the following order :— 


Order No. 16556. 
Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in Toronto 
on May 1, 1912, the applicants, the Great North Western Telegraph Company, and the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Telegraph being represented at the hearing, and 
what was alleged; and upon the report of the chief traffic officer of the Board 


It is ordered: 

1. That the application requiring the Great North Western Telegraph Company 
and the Western Union Telegraph Company to provide special tolls for press service 
similar to the tolls established by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Telegraph 
under agreement with the Press Association be, and it is hereby refused. 

9. That the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Telegraph and the Great North 
Western and the Western Union Telegraph Companies be, and they are hereby required 
to restore the rate of 25 cents per 100 words for “ Press specials” in the Maritime 
Provinees; the said rate to become effective by the seventeenth day of June, 1912. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


SS 
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INDICATING OF RATE CHANGES IN FREIGHT AND EXPRESS TARIFFS. 


The matter of indicating changes in freight, passenger and express tariffs, was 
brought before the Board for consideration by the freight traffic manager of the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company, and the Board having in view the desirability of uniformity 
in this respect, decided to issue the following order :— 

Order No. 16900. 


It appearing to the Board that comparison of freight, passenger and express 
schedules with those which they supersede or amend should be facilitated; and in pur- 
suance of the powers conferred upon the Board by section 322 of the Railway Act; and 
upon the report and recommendation of the chief traffic officer of the Board 

Tt is ordered that all freight, passenger and express tariffs, and supplements 
thereto, applying between points in Canada, or from any point in Canada to a foreign 
country, filed with the Board on or after September 1, 1912, shall, except as herein- 
after provided, indicate advances thereby made in existing tolls by symbol “A” 
(capital), and reductions by the symbol “R” (capital), with the necessary explanatory 
note, in the following manner, namely :— 


1. Schedules which show the rates opposite the stations— 


The proper symbol to be shown against each rate, or each rule or regulation, 
changed. 


2. Schedules in which the rates appear in a table separated from the station 
list— 

(a) Unless the station groupings have been varied relatively to their rates, 
the proper symbol to be shown in the rate table in the manner prescribed in 
section 1. : 

(6) If the station groupings have been varied relatively to their rates, the 
proper symbol, or symbols, to be shown against the reference on the station 
page to the rate table, and against each rule or regulation changed. 


Provided that if any rates or matter be necessarily so closely printed as to leave 
insufficient space for the symbols, or if the latter be otherwise unsuitable, and in such 
cases only, increases shall be printed in full-face type, and reductions in italics. 

And it is further ordered that the requirement that the title page, or front cover, 
of all tariffs and supplements bear, at the top, the word (or words) “Advance,” 
“Reduction,” “Re-isue,” or “New Rates,” as the case may be, is not hereby 


abrogated. 
DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


CLASSIFICATION OF GRAMOPHONES. 


n of gramophones in the musical instrument list 
of the Canadian Classification came before the Board for consideration in April, 1911, 
in connection with the application of the Berliner Gramophone Company, of Montreal, 
P.Q., for an order directing the railway companies to provide a carload rating on, 
and to include gramophones in the musical instrument list of the Canadian classifi- 
cation. After the first hearing in April, 1911, judgment was reserved, and the matter 
referred to the chief traffic officer of the Board for report. Subsequently the judg- 
ment of the Board was delivered by Commissioner James Mills, concurred in by the 
Assistant Chief Commissioner, Commissioner McLean dissenting. The following are 


the judgments in the matter :— 


The question of the classificatio 
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JUDGMENT, 
Commissioner Mills: 


In re the application of the Berliner Gramophone Company, Limited, Montreal, 
for an order directing the railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, 
to add gramophones, boxed, to the “musical instruments” list in the Canadian 
Freight Classification, it may be observed as follows :— 

The applicant company calls attention to the fact that these instruments are 
already provided for in the said classification, not as musical instruments, but under 
a separate heading as “ Gramophones and Graphophones”; adding that “ gramo- 
phones are analogous to music boxes and instruments similar to the ‘Regina’ and 
small-sized ‘ Orchestrion,’ both of which are operated by perforated steel discs, which, 
in principle, are not. unlike the flat composition dise known as the ‘ record’ in gramo- 
phones; and that piano parts, music boxes, drums, etc., are all embraced in the 
“Musical instruments’ list, while gramophones are excluded.” Hence the application 
in this ease. 

The railway companies, through the advisory committee of the Canadian Freight 
Association, represented by its chairman, John Pullen, Esq., refused to grant the said 
application, mainly on two grounds :— 


1st. That the gramophone is not, strictly speaking, a musical instrument. 

2nd. “ That gramophones are not shipped in carloads, ketween points in Canada; 
that a carload rating is asked for solely for the purpose of obtaining a classification 
which will permit the loading of these machines in the same car with musical instru- 
ments, and securing the advantage of the carload rating of second-class on what is 
properly a less-than-carload shipment, instead of the present first-class rating; and 
that, if granted, this would simply pave the way for similar applications for additions, 
not only to the ‘ Musical instruments’ list, but also to other lists, resulting in the 
reduction of the carriers’ revenues without accomplishing any good purpose in so far 
as the ultimate consumer is concerned.” 


If a music box, operated by a spring, and the pianola, used to produce musie by 
attachment to a piano, are musical instruments—and they are so classified by the 
Freight Association—it seems difficult to avoid the conclusion that the gramophone 
is also a musical instrument. In fact, it is, In my opinion, scarcely necessary to argue 
the question; for it is manifestly proper to name a thing from its chief function or 
most striking characteristic; and while the gramophone reproduces all kinds of sounds, 
its chief function is to reproduce vocal, band, violin and orchestral music. I think 
we may properly say that it is the most wonderful musical instrument ever invented; 
and I need only add that almost the only people who deal in gramophones, buying and 
selling them, are wholesale and retail dealers in musical instruments. 

Admitting that gramophones are musical instruments we are unable to give any 
good reason for excluding them from the “ Musical instruments” list in the freight 
classification. It is true that hitherto they have not been shipped in carloads between 
points in Canada—for the simple reason that there has been no earload rating for 
them. The rate on carloads and on less-than-carload lots being the same, there is 
nothing to be gained by shipping in carloads; and it should not be forgotten that 
there are now in the “ Musical instruments” list several instruments which are never 
or scarcely ever, shipped in carloads between points in Canada—music boxes, violins 
and drums, for instance. 

The chief traffic officer of the Board, in his report on this case, quotes from a 
compromise agreement entered into December, 1905, by the railway companies and a 
representative of the “ Canadian Manufacturers’ -Association,” as follows :— 


“The Canadian Manufacturers’ Association withdrew their application 
for the open or unrestricted mixing of commodities, in carloads, at the highest 
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rating, to and between points west of Port Arthur, as in effect in the territory 
east of Port Arthur, in consideration of the railways meeting the needs of the 
situation by providing for the special cases brought before them, and in view 
of their expressed willingness to give equal consideration to any similar cases 
which may arise in the future.” 
And he adds that: 
“Tn these various trade lists scores of articles that do not move in carloads, 
are, nevertheless, given carload ratings, that they may be shipped as items of 
mixed carloads, and for no other purpose.” 


It is no doubt true, as stated by Mr. Pullen, that there are defects and anomalies 
in the classification; but it should be borne in mind that the trade-list system (the 
grouping of commodities with a view to shipping in mixed carloads) was voluntarily 
introduced by the railway companies—no doubt after careful consideration; and as 
long as it continues so important a part of the classification, I am unable to see how 
the companies can refuse to make reasonable additions to the lists, without leaving 
themselves open to charges of discrimination and violation of the underlined portion 
of the agreement quoted above. 

On a gramophone weighing 300 pounds gross, the freight from Montreal ‘to 
Calgary is $9.57 under the present less-than-carload (1.C.L.) rating, and $8.04 under 
the carload (C.L.) rating asked for. To Revelstoke, the figures are respectively $11.34 
and $9.51. The difference on a single instrument is not very much; but it may 
amount to a considerable sum in the aggregate. 

The gramophones in question are sold f.o.b. at the factory ; so that parties directly 
affected by the freight rates are the jobber, the retailer, or the consumer—or all three; 
and I fail to see why a change in the rating is not likely to benefit or injure “the 
ultimate consumer” in the case of gramophones as in the case of hundreds of other 
commodities of which the freight on a single article is a comparatively small amount. 

Further, it does not necessarily follow that a railway company secures less net 
revenue from carload than from less-than-carload shipments of goods. 

The carload rate is nearly always less per 100 pounds than the rate on less-than- 
carload lots; but, in the case of a carload, no freight-shed accommodation is required 
either at the initial point or at destination; the shipper does the loading at his own 
expense; the consignee generally does the unloading at his expense; the railway com- 
pany is paid for a full capacity carload, whether the car is filled, half-filled, or third- 
filled; the car is simply hauled from one point to another fixed point, involving little or 
no outlay in transit similar to the heavy expense incurred by the frequent shunting 
of the same car and the handling (loading and unloading) of L.C.L. way freight; and 
the loss to the company from breakage or other damage to goods is comparatively 
little, because the shipper (a directly interested party) does the arranging, packing, 
and staying of his goods in the car; and the consignee, another directly interested 
party, generally does the unloading. 

Tn the case of less-than-carload shipments, the railway company frequently bears 
a part of the cartage charges for collecting and delivering the goods; the company has 
to provide freight-shed accommodation, and it does the loading and unloading at its 
own expense; the car is rarely filled—in fact, it often goes half empty for a considerable 
part of the way, while the company is paid only for the actual weight carried ; the 
company has to bear the expense of frequent stopping and shunting at stations; and 
the loss to the company from breakage and other damage to goods in transit, 1s rela- 
tively heavy—(1) because cars carrying L.C.L. traffic have to be frequently stopped 
and shunted; (2) on account of hurried loading and unloading at stations; and (3) as 
a result of the goods being hurriedly dumped into a car with other goods therein, 
‘and left to slide about and be broken or otherwise damaged by the well-known slam- 
ming and banging of freight cars in coupling, starting, and stopping, especially in 
the hurried movements necessary to shunting. 
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The application in this case is supported by the Canadian Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation; it is also supported by jobbers in Ontario and in the western provinces; and 
my opinion, concurred in by the chief traffic officer of the Board, is, that the said 
application is a reasonable one and should be granted—that gramophones and grapho- 
phones (under their various styls and names), gramophone and graphophone records, 
phonographs and phonograph cylinders, boxed, should be added to the “ Musical 
instruments ” list and be given a second-class rating in the Canadian Freight Classi- 
fication. 


Ortawa, April 11, 1912. 


The Assistant Chief Commissioner: 

This application for the classification of gramophones and graphophones with 
“Musical instruments” in the Canadian Freight Classification was heard by my 
brother commissioners, Dr. Mills and Commissioner McLean, at a sitting on the 18th 
April, 1911. The matter was allowed to stand for some time to give the applicants an 
opportunity of putting in some further information. 

The file now comes to me with a memorandum from Dr. Mills, dated April 11, 
1912, recommending that the application be granted; and a memorandum from Com- 
missioner McLean, dated April 22, 1912, expressing the opinion that a case has not 
been made out for the interference of the Board. I have read these, and have also 
read the report of the chief traffic officer of the Board of the 28th March, 1912. 

As my brother commissioners who heard this matter do not agree, it is incumbent 
upon me to decide the matter. It appears to me to be a question of classification only. 
My view is, that gramophones and graphophones are quite as much musical instru- 
ments as music-boxes, which the railway companies have voluntarily placed in this 
classification. I therefore concur with Dr. Mills in the granting of the application. 


Ottawa, May 7, 1919. 
D’ARCY SCOTT. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: . 


So far as the Canadian Freight Association objects to the amendment of the 
classification asked for on the ground that gramophones are not musical instruments 
and therefore should not be included in the musical instrument list, I think that 
nothing of any importance depends on this. Gramophones are as musical as a great 
many other instruments which are apparently recognized as musical instruments. 
What the Board is concerned with is not the mere abstract question of the logic of 
classification. JI have devoted some time to the study of different classifications, and 
have not yet been able to work out an inclusive logical principle on which they are 
based. Mr. Walsh has put the position of the applicants succinctly when he says 
if the instrument is a musical instrument it is entitled to the same treatment as all 
other items on the musical instrument list. But js this the only question ? 

Mr. Chilvers frankly stated that the application, if suecessful, would only be of 
indirect advantage to his company. The goods are handled by jobbers. The chief 
jobbers who deal in these instruments are located in Halifax, St. John, Quebec, 
Montreal, Ottawa, Toronto, Port Arthur, Fort William, Winnipeg, Calgary, Regina, 
Edmonton, Vancouver and Victoria. He stated that he had taken the matter up on 
the application to him of various jobbers. He further undertook to send in copies 
of the various applications which he had received from these jobbers, and which led 
to the present application. While a few letters have been received, it so happens that 
Mr. Chilvers is not able to supply all the material which he promised. The reason for 
this is readily apparent. On account of the illness of Mr. Chilvers it has not been 
possible for him to take the matter up until recently. The case has been standing for 
this information. In the meantime it being the practice of his company to clear its 
files from time to time so that-these files may not be unnecessarily loaded up with 
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correspondence, a considerable part of the correspondence which. he promised has 
been destroyed. 

The jobbers being in reality the persons interested, their position, as developed in 
the correspondence on file, is of importance. In a letter written on August 8, 1911, 
Walter F. Evans & Company, of Vancouver, stated that in November, 1909, they had 
been compelled to ask the Berliner Gramophone Company to permit them to raise the 

‘retail price of the Victor Victrola XVI owing to the high freight rate which existed. 

Three letters from the Mason and Risch Company, of Toronto, under date of May 29, 
May 30, and August 4, 1911, are on file. The first of these devotes itself to the 
inconsistency of the classification as it at present exists. It is claimed that it is a 
very great injustice that at the present time carload shipments can be made up 
consisting of pianos, organs, cabinet players, stools, and benches, while at the same 
time the dealers are debarred from enclosing musical instruments such as gramo- 
phones. The same position is developed in the other two letters referred to. 

Tt would appear then that the two features to be dealt with are the question of 
the alleged inconsistency of the classification, and the question of rates. I do not 
_ consider it necessary to devote time to the inconsistency of the classification. The 
_ classification is inconsistent in this, and in many other respects, and life is too short 
to engage in the correction of the classification on purely abstract grounds. The 
_ matter which is fundamental in this application is that of the rate, and of the cir- 
cumstances connected therewith. 

While the applicant: company did not directly challenge the rate, the most 
important reason given in the letter of the Evans Company is the burden’ of the rate. 
In this letter reference was made to the fact that this company found it necessary 
“to apply to the Berliner Company for permission to raise the sale price of 
the instrument. It was stated by Mr. Chilvers in his letter of March 24, 
/1911, that “we were obliged to allow dealers to advance the price of the largest 
of the Victrola types of instruments from $240 to $250.” While Mr. 
"Chilvers said that they gave the dealers the privilege of advancing, which they unani- 
mously accepted, it points to the fact, which was more definitely developed later on, 
that the company has entire control over the selling price of the instruments. In 
answer to a question he testified that the retail price of the instrument was controlled 
entirely by: his company. When asked what his company would do if one of the 
dealers cut the price named, Mr. Chilvers replied “we cut him off our list; we won’t 
supply him.” It may be further noted that while the increase of $10 was stated to be 
made on account of the burden of freight rates, the only points from which we have 
any allegations as to the burden of freight rates are in British Columbia. At the 
game time the increase of $10 applied generally on this type of instrument as sold at 
the different jobbing points regardless of the distance from the initial point of dis- 
tribution by the Berliner Company, and so far as the Board is informed, without any 
computation based upon the pressure of freight rates at these points. Certainly, if 
the $10 increase was necessitated at Vancouver on account of the pressure of freight 
rates, it would follow that such increase being made general would, in various instan- 
ces, simply mean an additional profit to those handling the instrument. 

The Board is constantly told, in connection with applications made to it for 
revision of freight rates, that if a reduction is ordered it will result in the consumer 
receiving the article at a lower price. The consumer certainly should participate in 
the advantage flowing from the reduction by the Board of rates on the ground that 
they are unreasonable. But to the consumer, who deserves a consideration he does not 
always receive since he is the end of the distributive process, and the silent partner 
in it, the advantage of the rate reduction filters slowly, and I am satisfied that in many 
instances the advantages legitimately flowing from rate reduction never reach him. 

‘The function of the Board is not to ensure the shipper or producer profits on his 
commodity. The factors affecting production and distribution at a profit are many 
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and diversified. The rate factor, which is one of them, is the only one with which 
the Board is concerned. If the Board finds the rate unreasonable it is its duty to 
direct a proper reduction. But in so reducing it it is not to be assumed that the 
inability of a producer or shipper to compete in a given market in every instance 
measures the proper rate reduction. Rate reduction, in so far as the rate is found to 
be unreasonable is the duty of the Board, and the right of the producer or shipper. 
But it is only in so far as the rate is unreasonable and not as the insurer of business 
profit that the Board has authority to interfere. It follows that it is not within the 
scope of the Board’s functions to readjust the balance of profit between the shippers or 
producers and the railway. Its intervention, it is true, may by directing rate reduc- 
tion affect this balance; but its action is concerned with the particular facts affecting 
the reasonableness of the particular rate or rates. 

In the present application the Board is confronted with a situation in which the 
retail price of the article produced is entirely controlled by the producing company. 
The price is uniform regardless of local conditions, length of haul, or freight charges. 
The price cannot be increased without the permission of the Berliner Company, and 
if the price is reduced by a dealer, the penalty is that the dealer will no longer be per- 
mitted to carry the instruments in question. It is not within the scope of the Board’s 
jurisdiction to pass any opinion upon the legitimacy of the arrangement above out- 
lined. It is justifiable to recognize the fact. 

It would appear upon the facts of the application before the Board that it is in 
essence simply a question of readjusting profits between the railway and the producer, 
jobbers, and retailers concerned, and that the consumer in no way stands to gain from 
any change in the situation. It has not been established that the rates are unreason- 
able, and I am therefore of the opinion that a case has not been made out for the 
interference of the Board. 


Ottawa, April 22, 1912. 


Pursuant to the above judgment, the following order was issued :— 


Order No. 16981. 

Upon the application on behalf of the Canadian Freight Association, and the 

report of the chief traffic officer of the Board— 

It is ordered that the time within which the said order No. 16479, dated May 10, 

1912, be put into effect by the railway companies, be, and it is hereby extended until 
August 1, 1912. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


JOINT EXPRESS RATES, 


A complaint having been filed with the Board in regard to joint express rates o. 
poultry from Picton to Ottawa, via Canadian Northern and Canadian Express Com- 
panies, the Board, notwithstanding the conditions of carriage of express rates by on 
or more companies, as amended by Supplement No. 7 to Express Classification fo 
Canada No. 2, or of other classification or tariff conditions, rules, regulations o 
exception, relating to joint traffic, called on the Canadian Northern Express Compa 
to justify the higher tolls the company was charging from points on the Centr 
Ontario railway to Canadian and Dominion Express Companies’ points than we 
formerly charged by the Canadian and Dominion Express Companies between the sa 
points. The matter came before the full Board for consideration at a sittings held iz 


Ottawa, April 16,1912. The judgment of the Board was deliver by the Chief .Com 
missioner as follows: 
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“RE” CANADIAN NORTHERN EXPRESS COMPANY AND CENTRAL ONTARIO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Chief Commissioner: File No. 4214,215. 


For many years the Dominion and Canadian Express Companies have both oper- 
ited over the lines of the Central Ontario railway, and this gave the towns and 
illages along that line exceptional advantages, in that they had access to all points 
‘eached by these two companies without the disadvantages that exclusive offices labour 
inder. Recently, the Canadian Northern Railway Company acquired the Central 
Jntario railway, and has furnished express service through the medium of the Cana- 
lian Northern Express Company, the Dominion and Canadian Express Companies 
vithdrawing. This put the towns along that line of railway at the disadvantage of 
eing exclusive offices of the Canadian Northern Express Company, and express traffic 
yassing to and from the offices of the Canadian Northern Company upon this line of 
‘ailway, and exclusive offices of the Dominion and Canadian Companies, now carries 
he sum of the locals, instead of enjoying the through rate of one company. 

It was explained at the hearing that the Express Companies are now engaged 
n framing tariffs establishing joint through rates to and from all points in Canada; 
mut as the amount of work involved is very large, it may be some time before these 
an be made effective. 

A concrete example will show how traffic is affected :-— 


Under the former system a shipment of poultry from Picton to Ottawa of 185 
sounds carried a charge of $1.48. Now, by reason of this shipment being handled 
yy the Canadian Northern Express Company to Trenton, and by the Canadian Express 
Jompany from Trenton to Ottawa, the charges are $2.22, or an increase of 50 per 
ent. This arises by combining the local from Picton to Trenton, and the local from 
hat point to Ottawa, as against the former single through rate between Picton and 
Jttawa. 


Ti has been held both here and in the United States that traffic handled by two or 
nore companies could well bear a heavier toll than when handled by one only, there 
eing extra expense in transferring, way-billing, and the like; and the only thing the 
3oard can do is to see that the joint express tariffs, when ready for submission, con- 
iain reasonable and proper reductions from the sum of the locals. We cannot compel 
he Dominion and Canadian Express Companies to operate over the line of the 
Jentral Ontario Railway Company. The people along that line enjoy the same express 
acilities that other towns, where only one express company operates, enjoy; except 
hat, as the Canadian Northern Express Company has as yet but few offices in 
Intario, there will, in the meantime, be more exclusive offices against these points than 
ormerly; but as the Canadian Northern Railway Company extends its lines, this diffi- 
mlty will gradually disappear. The above illustration of the shipment of poultry 
rom Picton to Ottawa will be cured in a few months; when the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company completes its connection here, the old rate of the one company will 
it once become effective again. ; 

The acquisition of the Central Ontario Railway Company by the Canadian North- 
mn Railway Company was perfectly legal; the later company was entirely within its 
ights in establishing express service through its allied express company, and this 
lecessarily compelled the other two express companies to withdraw from the field. 
This is a condition we cannot control. No hardship results so long as the new tolls are 
lot excessive. The people along the line in question are naturally in a ee 
hood; but they have for years enjoyed better facilities than are afforded at most p ee 
if greater size, and in a short time will be on a par with most other points outside 
f the larger cities. 


April 17, 1912. 
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RE RATE ON PRESSED BRICK. 


The Cadwell Sand and Gravel Company, of Windsor, Ontario, filed with th 
Board in March, 1912, a complaint against the freight rates charged by the railway 
companies on pressed brick from Bradford, Pern., U.S.A., to Windsor, Ont., alleging 
the former rate of $1.60 per ton had been increased to $2 per ton. The complaint was 
formerly heard at a sittings of the Board held in Toronto, April 30, 1912, in the 
presence of counsel for the interested parties, and subsequently the judgment of the 
Board was delivered by Commissioner McLean :— | 


COMPLAINT OF THE CADWELL SAND AND GRAVEL COMPANY, OF WINDSOR, ONTARIO. | 


File 19391. | 
Mr, Commissioner McLean: 


Complaint was made on behalf of the Cadwell Sand and Gravel Company, by Mr. 
H. D. Drake, to the effect that where formerly the rate on pressed brick from Brad 
ford, Pennsylvania, to Windsor, Ontario, was $1.60 per ton, the rate is now $2 per ton. 

Mr. Hayes, on behalf of the Canadian Freight Association, stated that th 
increase in the rate was the outcome of the readjustment of rates in the United State 
contingent upon a decision of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the Metro 
politan Brick Company e¢ al, vs. Ann Arbor Railway Company e¢ al, 17 I.C.C., 197 
In this case, in which various cognate applications were joined, the Interstate Com 
merce Commission decided in substance that there is no transportation reason fo 
making different rates on different grades of fire, building, and paving brick. Thi 
decision was rendered on November 26, 1909. Subsequently, the American railway 
realigned their rates on brick; the principle laid down as above by the Interstate Com 
merce Commission being accepted, and set forth in the phrase “a brick is a brick.” 

In the working out of the rates on brick it is stated that there were some reduc- 
tions. These are not before us, and are not involved in the applications. It i 
admitted that there were increases. The present application is concerned with one o 
these. ; 

The Cadwell Sand and Gravel Company has built wp a business in pressed bric 
from Bradford. This business has been developing during the past four or five years, 
during which Windsor received the same rate, viz.: $1.60 as was quoted to Detroit. 
Effective April 20, 1912, the B. R. and P. Railway Company put in its tariff 0. R. C 
No. 547, the effect of which was to increase a rate to Windsor from $1.60 to $2. In 
this tariff the Grand Trunk and the Michigan Central are involved as carriers reach 
ing Windsor. 

This application is one of the many in which matters of international railway 
- interests are involved. It is patent that the number of cases in which the thoroug 
regulation of a rate involves dealing with the rate of both the American and the 
Canadian carrier will steadily increase with the steadily increasing interrelation a 
the railway network of Canada and the United States. In the present instance two 0: 
the lines of carriage between the Buffalo gateway and the Detroit gateway pass 
through Canada. Formerly Windsor had the same rate as Detroit. Now as the | 


of the rate readjustment the Windsor rate is 40 cents in excess of the Detroit rat 
In justification of this difference it was stated by Mr. Hayes that Detroit was a mee 
ing place for brick for the competition of the bricks produced in Pennsylvania, an 
the bricks produced in Ohio, and that consequently, the rate for the brick from su 
a point as Bradford to Detroit was held down by the competition of the brick fro 
Ohio. 

Under the rate of $1.60 existing before the introduction of this tariff, the Gran 
Trunk received as its proportion of the rate from Bradford to Windsor, 88 cents, th 
leaving 72 cents to the United States carrier from Bradford to Buffalo. The distance: 


| 
| 
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rom Bradford to Buffalo being some seventy-eight miles, the ton mile rate works out 
about -92 of one cent per ton per mile. Under the new rate of $2 to Windsor, the 
Grand Trunk in this instance receives $1.20 out of the rate; the result is that the 
Grand Trunk receives an increase of 32 cents in its proportion, while the B.R. and P. 
receives an increase of 8 cents in its proportion. The B.R. and P. under the new rate, 
has a ton mile of 1-02 cent, while the Grand Trunk receives a ton mile rate of -521 
cents, aS compared with a former ton mile rate of -38 cents. 

With the reasons which lead to the rearrangement of the brick rates in the 
United States the Board is not concerned, except in so far as they do or do not afford 
a justification for the increase of rate on the movement into Canada. With the 
proportion of the rate from Bradford to Buffalo, the Board is not concerned since 
the B. R. and P. is not subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. But while the Board has 
no jurisdiction over the B. R. and P., it has to recognize that with the concurrence of 
the Canadian carriers there has been an increase in the rate charged to the appli- 
cant during four or five years he has been engaged in business on the $1.60 rate. Now 
there is an increase of 40 cents. So far as a portion of the increase is attributable 
to the increase in the proportion received by the B. R. and P., the Board has no juris- 
diction. The carriers subject to the Board’s jurisdiction, which participate in the 
haul from Buffalo to Windsor, must, however, justify the increase in their propor- 
tion, an increase of 32 cents. It is a well established principle of rate regulation that 
where a business has been built up relying upon a particular rate adjustment, an 
increase in this rate adjustment should not be made without amply sufficient reasons. 
While it must be recognized that the inter-relations between Canadian and Ameri- 
can carriers create many difficult situations, and that in some readjustments at least 
the Canadian carriers may not be entirely free agents, what the Board must look to 
in the portion of the rate on an international shipment which is subject to its juris- 
diction, is: Is the increase justified by conditions of the haul subject to its juris- 
diction? The Board has not been given evidence to show that there is increase of 
eost of any kind which necessitates and warrants the increase of 32 cents before us, 
and in the absence of affirmative evidence that the increase is justifiable, the con- 
clusion must be that the 88 cents division of the through rate which formerly pre- 
vailed should be re-established from Buffalo to Windsor by the Canadian railways 
as a proportional limited to brick ex-Bradford and Bradford rate points for further- 
ance. 

While the Board has no jurisdiction over the rate from Bradford to Buffalo, it 
is informed that the full local to Buffalo is 80 cents, which will enable a through 
rate of $1.68 to be built up. Further the proportional from Buffalo to Windsor 
should be the maximum to direct line points. The tariff putting this into effect 
shouldbe filed within forty-five days from the issuance of the order making this 
judgment effective. 
. S. J. McLEAN. 
mM., H.L.D. 


« 


In pursuance of said judgment, the Board, on September 21, 1912, issued the 

following order :— 
Order No. 17552. 

Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in the city 
of Toronto on April 30, 1912, the applicants and the Canadian Freight Association 
being represented at the hearing, and what was alleged; and upon its appearing that 
the Grand Trunk Railway Company will receive an additional 32 cents per ton as its 
proportion of the increased rate to $2 per ton— 

It is ordered that the proportion, namely 88 cents per ton, which accrued to the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company as its percentage division of the joint rate of $1.60 
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per ton charged from Bradford, Pennsylvania, to Windsor, Ontario, prior to April 20, 
1912, be restored by the Grand Trunk Railway Company, within forty-five days from 
the date of this order, as a proportional rate from Buffalo to Windsor, Ontario, and as 
the maximum proportional to intermediate Grand Trunk Railway points, limited to 
brick shipped from Bradford and Bradford rate points destined to Windsor and the 
said intermediate points. 


H. L. DRAY TOM kes 


Chief Commissioner- 


On October 16, 1912, the Board issued a further order (Order No. 17781) post- 
poning the effective date of order No. 17552 until a rehearing could be had; the Grand 
Trunk Railway Company having in the meantime made an application for a rehear- 
ing, this application of the Grand Trunk Railway Company was subsequently heard 
on January 21, 1913, and on March 25, 1918, the judgment of the Board was delivered 
by Commissioner McLean, concurred in by the Chief Commissioner and Commis- 
sioners Mills and Goodeve :— 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


On the original hearing of this complaint, the only matter at issue was the 
increased rate on pressed brick from Bradford, Pennsylvania, to Windsor, Ontario. 

The decision as given in the original hearing was based on the procedure which 
had been adopted by the Board in respect to the onus in the matter of reasonableness. 
In effect, the decision as rendered was a non-suit so far as the railway was concerned. 
The Board has laid down in various decisions that where a rate which had been for 
some time in force was increased, the burden of proving that such increase was reason- 
able was on the railway; it being held that a rate established in the first instance by a 
railway of its own volition was presumptively reasonable; and that it was incumbent 
on the railway, if such initial rate was reasonable, to show with reasonable conclusive- 
ness what changed conditions or increase in cost of operation justified the advance of 
the rate. The Board, it is true, had on various occasions expressed opinions somewhat 
at variance with this. In dealing with the question of joint switching rates in 
Toronto, Chief Commissioner Killam used the following words: “It does not appear 
to me that the railway companies are bound to make an exception in the case of 
Toronto, or that because of their having thus mutually absorbed these charges for a 
considerable length of time they must necessarily continue to do so forever. The 
whole question is one of reasonableness, and while the continuance of the practice 
affords evidence of its reasonableness, it is not conclusive.”—Canadian Manufacturers’ 
Association v. Canadian Freight Association, 7 Can. Ry. Cas., pp. 307, 308. 

The same position was followed by the Board in Laidlaw Lumber Co. v. Grand 
Trunk Ry., 8 Can. Ry. Cas., p. 194, and in Montreal Produce Merchants’ Association 
v. Grand Trunk Ry. and Canadian Pacific Ry. Companies, 9 Can. Ry. Cas., p. 285 

The railways have continuously urged before the Board that while there have 
been increases in general cost of operation, it is not possible to analyze these increases 
. So as to show in detail how they affect each particular commodity moved, and whether 
each commodity moved participates in the increased cost of movement in greater or 
lesser degree. Undoubtedly the railways, in common with other portions of the 
public, have felt the effect of the steadily upward movement of the price curve, a 
movement which has been so practically continuous in one direction that the curve 
is now virtually tangent. In effect, the decision in the Pulpwood case is that while 
the continuance of the particular rate may raise a presumption of fact as to the 
unreasonableness of the increased rate, there is no presumption of law which must b 


rebutted. In dealing with an analogous situation, the Supreme Court of the United 
States has said:— 
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“Undoubtedly, where rates are changed the carrier making the change 
must be able to give a good reason therefor; but the mere fact that a rate has 
been raised carries with it no presumption that it was not rightfully done.”— 
Interstate Commerce Commission v. Chicago Great Western Ry. Co., 209, U.S., 
fie all there 


The Board had dealt with the onus as to reasonableness in the Pendor group of 
cases and in the Davy Case. 
| 
| 
| 


Complaint of James Pendor & Co., St. John, N.B., respecting rates on iron 
goods from St. John, N.B., to points on’ the Quebec Central Railway.— 
File 10720. 

Complaint of the Portland Rolling Mills, Ltd., of St. John, N.B., against 
the rates charged on bar iron and nails from St. John, N.B., to Quebec Central 
Railway points. File 10720.1. 

Complaint of the Maritime Nail Company, Ltd., against the rates charged 
| on bar iron and nails from St. John, N.B., to Quebec Central Railway points.— 
| File 10720.2. 

Davy v. N. St. C. & T. Ry. Co., 9 Can. Ry. Cas., 493. 


| 
. 


| In these cases the onus being placed on the railway, it was required that the 
information as to changed conditions and cost should be as to the particular commo- 
dity on which the rate increased had been made. 

| Now, while the onus still remains, the effect of the Board’s judgment in Interna- 
honal Paper Co. et al v. G. T. R. Co. et al is that the Board has a wider discretion. 
This judgment in effect sets out that not particular cost alone or conditions peculiar 
so that particular commodity, but all material conditions and costs, including therewith 
tomparison of rates, may be given such weight as seems reasonable to the Board. It 
follows that for this purpose all tariffs on file with the Board, whether referred to 
tn the record or not, are part of the record. 

| The present re-hearing must be dealt with in the line of the principles which the 
above mentioned case had developed. 

| In the application for a re-hearing, the railways stated that while the original 
application had dealt simply with the question of increase of a particular rate, the 
change in rate was the outcome of the adoption of a new rate scheme in regard to 
oricks, in which while there were some upward movements, there were other downward 
movements. They plead in effect that the rate situation in respect of the brick move- 
ments should be looked at from the standpoint of the rate scheme, not from the stand- 
doint of a particular rate. 

In the original hearing, much had been made of the decision in the United 
States, in which the Interstate Commission had directed that identical rates should 
de given on fire brick, paving brick, and building brick, This decision is spoken of 
‘n railway circles as meaning that “a brick is a brick.” It was shown in the re-hear- 
‘ng that whatever the pertinacity of this phrase may be as a determining factor in 
she reasonableness of rates on brick in the United States, it has no necessary con- 
‘rection whatever with what has been done in Canada by the railways, and that the 
railways have acted entirely of their own volition. 
| The railways having urged that the general effect, not the effect of a particular 
‘ate, should be considered, they were permitted to file statements showing the nature 
yf the brick movement to various representative points, the earnings on these move- 
‘nents at the new rates, and the earnings on the old rates. These statements are now 
»efore the Board. They cover movements to Toronto, Oshawa, Hamilton, Midland, 
‘London, Brantford, Windsor, and Guelph, Ont., from points of origin in the United 
States. Of these points of origin, eight are located in Ohio, viz., Nelsonville, Canton, 
Neveland, Delaware, Portsmouth, Wadsworth, Marietta, and Strasburgh; six are 
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located in Pennsylvania, viz., Emery, Lewis Run, Rochester, Bradford, St. Marys, and 
Karthaus; two are located in Kentucky, viz., Ashland and Haldeman and one in 
Michigan, viz., Detroit. These returns cover the movements of fire brick, paving 
brick, and building brick for a period from June 1 to November 30, 1912, over the 
Grand Trunk Railway system, the Michigan Central, the Toronto, Hamilton and 
Buffalo, and the Canadian Pacific Railways. These cover a total movement of 761 
ears, subdivided as follows: Fire brick, 578; building brick, 120; paving brick, 63. 
The statements presented do not cover the Wabash and Pére Marquette movements. 
The Wabash did not move any cars of brick from the United States to any of the 
points mentioned during the period in question, while the Pére Marquette moved 46 
ears to Chatham and Walkerville. Six of these were from Detroit, six from Ohio and 
Kentucky points, and the remainder from New York and Pennsylvania. The Pére 
Marquette figures do not appear to be very material. 

An analysis of the summary of earnings for the six months’ period shows a net 
decrease of revenue, as a result of the arrangement, of $1,988.88. The figures as sub- 
mitted showed a decrease of $2,122.87. But some portion of the decrease as thus 
given is due to the fact that in particular cases there is now a through rate, where 
formerly the only rate combination available was the sum of the locals. This of 
necessity adds to the percentage decrease. Where the old rate was the sum of the locals 
this would not be characteristic, as where there was a choice by another route at a 
through rate there would not be any considerable movement on the sum of the locals. 
An attempt has been made in checking the summary to make allowance for this. The 
following summary gives the summary detail as to increases and decreases, both in 
gross amount and per ton :— 


Fire Brick. 


| : Per cent of 
= Pounds. Decrease. Increase. Total 
| Movement. 
a = a ts. _ i 
| $ cts. $ cts. 
Ar Ee Er cleo teens Ct eT eee 19,540,907 1,854°I8 2c oaks ee 
US hg aera Al RED G Legs ray thee ee OR ee eee 11,814,965 | 259) 94 SL ; iS stds ote enor 
ASPET Hae on pote ee eT ee fens ; 2,435,100 | L5OCSS Ae cals Cp one 
| 33,790,072 | .2,078706' |... ae Saga 


BurInpInG Briok. 


Per cent of 
—= Pounds Decreas ) 
si ecrease. Increase. Total 


Z ae Terrie’ : Movement. 
® | > cts $ ots,| ri 
eGR REL EB ccalen oil Ams acca foe 
ES SW Red MR saath al Pa edd MO A ee ee ee ese 
| 7,461,110 |... ........| Net 21086 | ‘en 163m 


Increase per ton; 5°6 cents. 
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Pavine Brick. 


49 . 


mr Per cent of 
oe Pounds. Decrease. Increase. Total 
Movement. 
cts. $ cts. 
(os ES TR OS5, Gee ee ee RS Eee 2,351,700 | pay, A Te ath aren teed See ee ere 
iil, (Oe TESS gel Rd TS gil een ZO ONUEI, cous Gand ooee AS CBOE [Oeeca cece ane 
a, 22S [Bic | Regis FAR me rece sal Geach gee 1904 600s \Pee soe eee Gon OT eee eee as 
4526/5000 Berar ets. Net 74 31 9°8 


Increase per ton, 3°2 cents. 


The figures of the importations of brick into Canada during the year 1912 via 
Detroit, Port Huron, Black Rock and Suspension Bridge, amounted to 83,281,085 
bricks, valued at $1,006,091. The returns as given for the six months’ period deal 
with 45,778,382 pound weight of brick. As the United States Customs returns are 
for quantity, not for weight, na percentage comparison can be made. 

The total movement of brick to Windsor during the six months’ period was 79 
cars, made up as follows: Paving brick, 2; building brick, 67; fire brick, 10. A fur- 
ther analysis shows that the building brick, which is the gravamen of the Cadwell 
Company’s complaint, is subdivided as to car movement and sources of supply as fol- 
lows: Detroit, 21; Ohio, 25; Pennsylvania, 21. 

There are two points in the application of the Cadwell Sand and Gravel Company: 


(1) the increase of rate to Windsor 


is unjustified. 


(2) Windsor should have the 


same rate ag Detroit, viz., $1.60. The $1.60 rate is fixed by the commercial competi- 
tion of the Ohio brick plants, which are a shorter distance from Detroit than are 


the Pennsylvania plants. 


Under these conditions of trade competition, the rate from 


the Ohio fields fixes the maximum which brick from the Pennsylvania field can pay. 
It holds down the Pennsylvania-Detroit rate below the point which it might fairly 


be expected to pay on mileage. 


The $1.60 rate being concerned with the condition of 


market competition at Detroit, which does not exist at Windsor, therefore does not 


afford a measure of the Windsor rate. 


The rate to Windsor remains to be considered. . 
A summary of the six months’ statistics already referred to may be put in con- 


densed form in the following table:— 


Kind of Brick. 


Average Weight 


Average Earnings 


CO ace ee ena cine reser ssecce 


atl way- per Car. per Car. 
Lbs. $ cts. 
o tht 8 Ska Mir eB ee ee eee IEPA. cok Acingto 0 6 63,153 83 85 
sst5 Sd Phe BOR ty cine eee o eee Balding, Toate we i e Be 
Et ie a.) cin elc lets (3\) 58 Fare Nears Bet OG 5 i 

Beh Ai Pavinumel ween 67,500 83 37 

Jas a ibjci GO AES SET Rene Buildiners sy sece 44,625 46 50 
tReet: aaa eran Birets «ayes 59, 366 60 84 

Oe Re Paving woe 81,693 112 12 

1500006 Stee Bhd eemeho oO RRe eRe ar eine Ee Baldinger eee: 62,659 57 87 
: Pipe. anced eegee 57,473 67 87 


BS Ce tc ce om serene reese sees ee - eee neeens 


‘It will be noted that in general the building brick, included in which is pressed 


Lah 


brick, loafis to a lighter weight per car than the other kinds of brick, and returns 
‘Smaller earnings per car. The weights and earnings on the building brick movements 
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to Windsor show variations in point of weight and point of earnings as between the 
different lines:— 


‘ | 
oats Average Weight | Average EHarnings 
Railway. per Car. per Car. 
Lbs. | $ cts. 
Oe Ker. Pts coke Say faa ae Rae oe ON ID SIE sig as one eater ae | 73,250 67 96 
VINOD der DUET SEs ateee 2 ivde ayaa vac Sod Ah Seee STE aR eT fetes 42,833 41 83 
GS eet dee big heeriasic® aaeteimdtinns og SANSA ate Ol Me RIOR sceia stase | 61,983 | 55 39 


There is no movement of building brick by the Canadian Pacific railway to 
Windsor during the six months’ period from Pennsylvania points taking the Bradford 
rate, viz., $2. For the G.T.R. and the M.C.R. and T.H. and B. the following detail 
may be expected: — 


Railway. Ex. / Cars. Loaded Weight. 
| 
| 
— a Seiage ag a hae Re ar a —_— 
| | Lbs. 
“EDN SS he ie ae ReaD PRE Sh |Rochester, Pa..........6..006- | ts 55,000 
Se ae is so ao nae eee lewis Runs Pars. oe aon ee | 15 858,300 
“ya WeSC S gare Brad ford, {Pai 3s Me, EN es 2 143,000 
| 18 1,056,300 
REAR eT: AE ae es, OO hee Te Binary, Pa eet ere ee | td 86,000 
" TWh ha nore cremiesar Co ae LiewistRuns Pa a ee i! 42,500 
ote 128,500 


This gives an average loaded weight from these points via the G.T.R. of 58,683 
pounds and via the M.C.R. and T.H. and B. of 42,833 pounds. The weight via the 
G.T.R., which equals 29-3 tons per car, may be taken in order to measure the earnings. 
The average receipts at $2 per ton work out $58.68 per car. Out of the $2 rate from 
Bradford to Windsor, the Grand Trunk receives $1.20 per ton, or $35,34 per car. The 
distance from Buffalo to Windsor, on which the Grand Trunk earns $1.20, is 230 miles, 
that is ta say, on this haul its earnings per car mile are 15x cents. Under the old 
proportional of 88 cents per ton, the Grand Trunk earned -386 cents per ton mile. 
Under the new proportional of $1.20, it would earn -521 cents per ton mile. 

Comparison with other rates is of interest. The rate from Bridgeburg to Wind- 
sor, a distance of some five miles shorter than from Buffalo to Windsor, is on the 
standard tenth class, 10 cents per 100 pounds weight, which works out 1-03 cents per 
ton mile. The special town tariff tenth-class is 11 cents per 100 pounds, which works 
out -982 cents per ton mile. The special mileage brick tariff is 94 cents per 100 
pounds, which works out -848 cents per ton mile. Under the brick tariffs which are 
being considered, the rate from Black Rock to Montreal, via Grand Trunk, is $2.05, 
or a ton mile rate of -478. To Ottawa, via the M.C.R. and T. H. and B., and C.P. R,, 
there is the same rate, the ton mile rate working out -5923. To St. J nln N.B., via 
the M.C.R. and T.H. and B., and the C.P.R., he rate is $4.80 per ton. The distanee 
is 905 miles and the ton mile rate is -5303 ate Comparison may also be made with 
the rate on pressed brick from Toronto to Ottawa and Montreal. The rate is blan- 
keted to both points at $1.80. Ottawa is a distance of 256 miles and Montreal 384. 
The ton mile rate works out -703 and -54 cents. 

It has been submitted in evidence before the Board in the matter of rates on 
quarried stone that one-half cent per ton mile is the lowest rate on that commodity.— 
Doolittle and Wilcox vs. G.T.R. and C.P.R. Cos., 8 Can. Ry. Cas., 11. 


oe eS Seinen Ser 
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Stone is a tenth class commodity. It was at the same time submitted by the 
app-icants that the rate should be made up of this one-half cent per ton time for move- 
ment expenses plus a terminal charge of 25 cents per ton on the shorter hauls and a 
lesser terminal charge on the longer hauls. It was held in this case that this proce- 
dure was defective in that it did not recognize that terminal cost entered both into the 
loading on the cars and the unloading therefrom. Computations which have been 
made in the United States place average terminal costs for loading and unloading at 
25 cents ‘per ton at each end of the line. This was the figure of transhipment cost on 
large movements of grain at Depot Harbour on the Parry Sound Railway. If brick 
were given a ton mile rate of one-half cent, plus a terminal charge of 25 cents per ton 
at each end of the route, the Bradford-Windsor rate would be $1.55 plus 50 cents, or 
$2.05 per ton. 

Reference has been made to the special mileage brick tariff from Bridgeburg te 
Windsor. In the absence of evidence as to there being an actual movement over the 
whole of this distance on this tariff, a comparison may be made with a low grade com- 
modity which does move. Brick and coal are both tenth-class in the Canadian Classi- 
fication, and usually move on commodity rates. Pressed brick from Bradford averages 
6 pounds per brick. This brick, which sells at from $22 to $26 per 1,000 is, therefore, 


- worth from $7.33 to $8.66 per ton. Bituminous coal is of lower value than the pressed 


brick in question. 
From Buffalo to Windsor, the rate on bituminous coal per net ton is $1 and on 
anthracite 90 cents, which figure oull ton mile rates of -484 cents and -391 cents per 


_ton mile. The following table puts the ton mile earnings in summary form:— 


Brick, old canes Oleo CmCOMUS nia ey ME ene ti ays bie iis/a> Tei atete tele ote “386 cents per ton mile. 
Coal, bituminous. MOG: “igs Rr has Se cc ic nce ke aie al RM ania -O02 *¢ 

Coal, anthracite... .. Le iat oe teat ace title SOL es se 
Brick, new propor tional of $1. 20. och SCR OG CCS Eee RCS ete ered L “s Me 


The earnings per car mile on brick have been: given. Coal moves in 50-ton ears, 
giving earnings per car from Buffalo to Windsor, as follows: Bituminous coal, $50; 


_ anthracite, $45. Put in summary form, the car mile earnings are as follows:— 


ME Hs Oa IU ore a tose laoe a Gk pd nelle’ Bllc eae viet ae \20¢15. cents per car mile. 
Anthracite coal. é Tice M Cte) ERR 5 an a NO Rye ore Peony Peon: BM Hcg 7 
Brick, (new proportional). PE TR Eee eae Rep ec Bites Seren hee LOS 


It is to be recognized that the moving volume is a factor in the determination of 


the rate. The statistical returns published by the Department of Railways and Canals 


bulk cement, brick, and lime; and go it is impossible to make any exact comparison of 
of the total brick movement with the total coal movement. Subject to this modifica- 
tion, the tonnage movement over the Grand Trunk for the year ending June 380, 1912, 
was as follows :-— 


2,047,314 tons 
2,440,302 “ 
898,242 ™ 


Anthracite coal. 
Bituminous coal. & 
Cement, brick, and lime. 


After due consideration of the new rate system on brick as tested by the figures 
which have been analysed, and also after consideration of the different sources from 
which the brick n.oves into Canada and the earnings thereon per car mile and per tos 

mile, I am of opinion tl at the rate. *s charged are not unreasonable. 


S. J. McLEAN. . 
L agree, : 
¥ et 1). 
aT. M. : = , 
ets. Ge 
ae March 25, 1913. 
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further order was issued directing that the in- 
creased rate on pressed brick from Bradford, Penn., to Windsor, Ont., from $1.60 to 
$2 per ton, be approved, and rescinding orders of the Board No. 17,552, dated Septem- 
ber 25, 1912, and No. 17,781, dated October 16, 1912. 


In pursuance of this judgment, a 


UNIFORM RULES GOVERNING THE DETERMINATION OF VISUAL 
ACUITY, COLOUR PERCEPTION AND HEARING OF RAILWAY 
EMPLOYEES ON STEAM RAILWAYS. 


The consideration of the question of a uniform code of regulations governing the 
testing of hearing and eye-sight of railway employees is one that has engaged for 
some time the consideration of the Board and the Board’s chief operating officer. A 
full discussion of the matter was had at a sittings of the Board held on the 3rd of 
October, 1911, in Ottawa, when judgment was reserved. Subsequently the judgment 
of the Board was delivered by the Assistant Chief Commissioner on the 28th of June, 


1912, as follows :— 


The Assistant Chief Commissioner: 

On November 9, 1910, the Board issued Order No. 12225 which, among other 
things, required that certain employees on train and engine service should undergo an 
eye and ear test before a competent examiner. The railway companies under the 
jurisdiction of the Board do not interpret those provisions of the order in the same 
manner, and a question has arisen as to whether the examination of the seeing and 
hearing of employees should take place indoors or out in the open, under conditions 
as they would get them in actual employment on the railway. 

The matter was discussed at length before the Board on the 3rd October last, and 
judgment was reserved. Representatives of different companies had submitted a 
majority and a minority report in connection with the matter, and the Board has had 
the benefit of a very carefully prepared report from its chief operating officer. A 
majority of the, railway companies desire to have an indoor test only, both for those 
seeking employment in the railway service for the first time, and those already in the 
employ of the company who must pass a Satisfactory test in order to retain their posi- 
tions, or be promoted. 

The minority report of the railway companies, which is practically endorsed by 
the employees’ representatives, recommends the indoor test under certain conditions. 
Undoubtedly the indoor test is more convenient for the railway officials and more 
accurate than the outdoor test, and in some respects a more definite standard of seeing 
and hearing can be established by it. The outdoor, or field test, is a difficult one to 
submit a man to on all occasions owing to the changeable conditions of the weather, 
atmosphere, etc., but under favourable circumstances it is, I think, by far the more 
satisfactory test, especially for a man who has had experience in railway service. 

I think, therefor, that we might lay down the following general principles to 
govern in ‘this matter :— 


1st.—No person shall be employed in railway service until he has passed 
the indoor test satisfactorily. 

2nd.—Any employee going up for a periodical examination or an examin- 

ation for promotion, shall be examined by the indoor test; and in case he fails 


to pass the indoor test satisfactorily, he shall be given an outdoor test, according — 


to the uniform rules submitted herewith; and in such case the latter shall be 
taken as the governing test; and, during the outdoor examination the candi- 


—— 


date shall be permitted to wear glasses, as provided for in the said rules, if he 


wishes to do so. 


eeu 
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For the purposes of this memorandum, promotion means going from fireman to 
engineer, or from trainman to conductor; but it does not mean a change from freight 
service to passenger service, without a change of rank, such as a freight engineer 
being made a passenger engineer, or a freight conductor being made a passenger 
conductor. 

As to the wearing of glasses while on duty, I think any employee who requires to 
use glasses should be encouraged to do so, but he should be required always to carry 
a duplicate pair of glasses with him lest an accident may happen to those he is wearing. 

There are a number of details respecting the method and character of both the 
indoor and outdoor tests to which Mr. Nixon, our chief operating officer, has given 
careful consideration. He has submitted a code of rules on standards of visual acuity 
which is attached hereto, and which he recommends for the approval of the Board as 
uniform rules governing the determination of visual acuity, colour perception, and 
hearing of employees, on steam railways. I think the Board should adopt these rules 
as its standard. 

DARCY SCOTT. 

I agree, S. J. McL., J. M. 


Ortawa, June 28, 1912. 


Pursuant to this judgment the Board on the 24th of July, 1912, issued the follow- 
ing order :— 
Order 17,211. 


In pursuance of the powers vested in it under sections 30 and 269 of the Railway 
Act, and of all other powers possessed by the Board in that behalf; upon the hearing 
of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in the city of Ottawa on ‘the 3rd day of 
October, 1911, the railway companies and railway employees being represented at the 
hearing, the evidence offered, and what was alleged; upon the reading of the represen- 
tations filed on behalf of the parties interested and upon the report and recommendation 
of the chief operating officer of the board— ; 

It is ordered, that the railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board 
adopt and put into force, not later than the first day of November, 1912, the rules set 

forth in the schedule hereto annexed under the heading: “Uniform rules governing 
the determination of visual acuity,- colour perception, and hearing of railway 
employees on steam railways.” . 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


UNIFORM RULES GOVERNING THE DETERMINATION OF VISUAL ACUITY, COLOUR PERCEPTION, 
AND HEARING OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES. 


1. Each person selected to make examinations must first pass the examination 
under a qualified oculist designated by the company, such oculist to then instruct 
candidates on the use of the instruments requisite for such examination and certify to 
candidates’ qualifications as an examiner. 

9. Each examiner shall be provided with :— 

(a) A set of Snellens test types with at least three cards of each size of letters 
shown in different combinations (a single line on each card) for testing acuteness of 
vision. 

(b) An American Railway Association standard reading card for testing near 
vision. 
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(c) A Holmgren or Thompson colour-selection test and instructions for use of 
the same. ; 

(d) A “Williams” Lantern, or one similarly constructed, and instructions for 
use of same. 

(e) A pair of spectacles, or shade, for testing each eye separately. fly 

(f) A triple grooved trial frame with one pair of plus two diopter lenses, one pair 
of plus one diopter lenses, and one pair of plain glass roundels. 

(9) Blank forms for.examinations and certificates. 

3. Examinations shall be conducted in a well-lighted room or car in which a dis- 
tance of twenty feet can be measured from test type, or face of lantern, to candidate ; 
shades or curtains shall be provided in order to darken room or car, for lantern test. 

4. In testing vision, colour perception, and hearing, only those concerned in such 
test other than the examiner and candidate shall be permitted to be present. ; 

5. (@) The result of each examination must be shown in duplicate on the pre- 
scribed form, one copy to be preserved for reference by the examiners, the other to be 
forwarded to the division superintendent for inspection record and file. 

(6) Those charged with the duty of making examinations on each division must 
keep proper check to ensure re-examination of all employees when due, and must see 
that all employees who should be examined by an expert oculist under the rules, are 
required to take such examinations promptly, and that all glasses to be used by 
employees are sent to the oculist for approval as per rule 13. 

(c) Examiners will issue to each person who passes a satisfactory examination 
a certificate to that effect, and will, if desired, furnish employees who fail to pass a 
written statement of their rating and cause of failure. 

(d) Division superintendent must report ito the* all cases wherein 
an employee should be examined by committee, or appears to be disqualified, giving 
full information as to result of examination. 

(e) Oculists or experts will report result of their examinations to the division 
superintendent. 

6. All persons desiring to enter the service (applicants) must take entrance 
examination without the use of glasses for distant vision, excepting class EK. d 

7. Applicants for entrance to service as enginemen, firemen, trainmen or brake- 
men, shall not be accepted if they have to use glasses for near vision. ‘Applicants for 
other positions and employees in all branches of the service may use glasses for near 
vision when undergoing examination. 

8. When the distant vision of an employee can be improved by the aid of glasses 
he should wear them. . 

§. All employees who require the aid of glasses for distant vision must wear them 
at all times when on duty and must carry a duplicate pair for use in emergency and 
will be examined with each pair. 

10. All employees excepting those indoors who are permitted to wear glasses for 
distant vision while on duty must use the spectacle or automobile goggle form. 

11. Automobile goggles fitted with glass for protection of the eyes may be used 
by employees in engine or freight train service. 

12. The use of amber glasses by firemen as a guard against temporary fire blind- 
ness shall be permitted and should be encouraged. 

13. Glasses of all kinds must be approved by an oculist designated by the com- 
pany. 

14. Applicants having a squint, or who are cross-eyed shall not be accepted. 
Examiners who suspect a case of double vision should use some simple test to deter- 
maine its presence. 

15. Enginemen who have less than 20-30 vision in either eye, without glasses, 
must be examined by a qualified oculist designated by the company. 


*To be filled by each road to suit its own requirements. 
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16. Enginemen in class A who fail to reach required standard must be examined by 
a committee of two appointed by the * and upon recommendation of this com- 
mittee they may be permitted to wear glasses provided their combined vision can be 
brought to 20-20; committee to recommend the service to which they may be assigned, 

17. Enginemen in class B whose vision without glasses is less than 20-50, and 
either eye less than 20-70, or nil, must be examined by a committee of two, appointed 
by the * and if vision by the aid of glasses can be brought to 20-30 must 
wear glasses; committee to recommend service to which they be assigned. See rules 
15 and 18. 

18. Enginemen having 20-20 vision in one eye and less than 20-70, or nil, in the 
other, must be examined by a committee ef two appointed by the * 
committee to recommend the service to which they may be assigned. 

19. Where promotion standard is not specified, employees applying for transfer 
from one kind of service to another, or being promoted, must pass entrance examina- 
tion of class they desire to enter, except that those who have been injured in service, 
or who have been in continuous service for at least two years, may be transferred to 
positions of hostlers, switch tenders, and crossing flagmen; also from one position to 
another under class E upon passing the respective re-examination standards. : 

20. An employee in class C. D. E or F who has been in continuous service for a 
period of not less than fifteen years, and who, through diminution of vision or muscu- 
lar imbalance, fails to reach required standard will be considered satisfactory if his 
acuteness of vision, with or without glasses, reaches the maximum standard specified 
for the class of service in which he is employed. 

21. The test type should be in good light, the bottom of the card about on a level 
with the eye. Place the candidate twenty feet from the card, and ask him to read the 
type with both eyes open, then cover one of his eyes with a card, or shade, held firmly 
against the nose, taking care not to let it press against the eye ball, and instruct him 
to read with the other eye such type as may be indicated. Each eye shall be tested 
separately. 

(a) Examiners are reminded that the normal-eyed should read the twenty-foot 
(or 6 meter) letters at 20 feet, in) which case the visual power should be expressed by 
the fraction 20-20. Should a candidate be unable to read the 20-foot letters, at 20 
feet but be able to read the 30-foot letters the result would be indicated by the fraction 
20-80. If he can only read the 40-foot letters, record should be 20-40, &e. 

(6) The candidate as provided in rule No. 7, must be able to read the print in 
paragraph No. 2 of the standard card at a distance of from fourteen to eighteen inches, 
to pass the test. Further tests should be made by having the candidate-réad written 
train orders. 

22. Applicants for entrance to service in classes A and CO will undergo additional 
test to ascertain if far-sighted to the extent of two diopters. Examiners will use com- 
binations in trial frames representing plane and convex lenses, varying the test so that 
the candidate’s former experience, or knowledge obtained from others, may be value- 
less. If an applicant reads without difficulty the 20-foot letters at 20 feet through 
convex lenses of 2D he will be considered satisfactory. 

23.. Examiners shall adhere to instructions laid down by Holmgren or Thompson 
in using colour-selection test, and shall examine the colour sense of each eye separ- 
ately. Further examination shall be made with Williams lantern, or one similarly 
constructed in the manner specified by Dr. Williams. 

24. No applicant shall be accepted into the service and no employee retained 
in any of the classes specified in following standards who has defective colour sense, 

25. No employee shall be disqualified from service by reason of defective colour 
sense without an examination by an oculist designated by the company. 


* To be filled in by each road to suit its own requirments, 
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26. In examination of hearing (which shall be with human voice) each ear shall 
be tested separately and the candidate should not see the movements of the examiners’ 
lips. 
27. Applicants for entrance to service must be able to hear and repeat an ordinary’ 

conversation or names and numbers spoken in a conversational tone, at a distance of 
20 feet, in which case the hearing should be expressed by the fraction 20-20. When 
conversation can be heard at only ten feet, the hearing should be expressed by the 
fraction 10-20. ; 

28. Employees will not be retained in the service if hearing is less than 15-20 in 
one ear, and 5-20 in the other; or less than 10-20 in each ear. 

29. Employees included in the standards of vision must be re-examined as fol- 
lows :— 

(a) All classes every two years. 

(b) Employees in engine, train or yard service who wear glasses for distant 
vision, enginemen having less than 20-80 vision in either eye and other employees who 
have less than 20-70 vision in either eye must be re-examined annually. 

(c) After any accident in which they are concerned which may have been 
caused by defective vision, colour sense, or hearing. 

(d) After any serious accident or illness or severe inflammation of the eye or 
eyelids. 

(e) Before promotion. This does not mean that a freight conductor should be 
examined previous to his appointment as passenger conductor, or engineer in freight 
service previous to appointment in passenger service, but that freight brakemen shall 
be examined before being promoted to freight conductor, and firemen being promoted 
to engineer. 

(f) Employees with hearing less than 20-20 in either ear must be examined semi- 
annually. 

(g) For an individual employee at such periods as may be designated by the 
company’s chief medical officer. 

30. (a) Employees in classes A and B who are examined by a committee shall 
be given an outside or field test. A bracket pole with two dolls or two straight poles 
(spaced the same distance as dolls on the standard bracket pole) carrying four standard 
semaphore arms and lights will be used. A clear sky background, tests to be made 
standing. ; 

(b) In making the tests candidates shall approach the signals from a point where 
they are unable to see them, and not be credited with being able to read signals unless 
they can promptly call changes as made in position of arms and colour of lights. 

(c) The test with and without glasses shall be made at distances varying from 
5,000 to 200 feet. d 

(d) Committee to record the different distances at which the employee being 
examined can promptly see the signals, and shall forward this information, together 
with their recommendations as to this service to which he may be assigned, to the*, 


*To be filled in by each road to suit its own requirements. 
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Indoor Txsts. 


o7 


\ Class A. 


Enginemen, road ser- 
vice hostlers, who 
run on main track. 


Class B. 


Enginemen, yard ser- 
vice hostlers, who do 
not run on main 
track. 


Class C. 


Firemen, _trainmen, 
freight brakemen, 
yard brakemen, 
switch tenders. 


Class D. 


Passenger conductors, 
freight conductors, 


yardmasters, yard 
conductors, train 
baggagemen. 

Class E. 


Station agents, tele- 
graph operators, sig- 
nal foremen, signal- 
men, bridgeforemen, 
trackforemen, draw- 
bridge tenders, car 
and engine inspec- 
tors. 


Class F. 


Entrance to Service. 


20-20 combined not less than 
20-30 in either eye without 
glasses. Must not accept a 
plus 2D lens. 


20-20 combined, and in each 
eye tested separately with- 
out glasses. Must not ac- 

- cept a plus 2D lens. 


20-20 combined, not less than 
20-30 in either eye without 
glasses. 


20-30 combined, not less than 
20-40 in either eye with or 
without glasses. 


Crossing flagmen, and|20-40 combined, or not less 


gatemen. 


than 20-50 in either eye 
without glasses. 


I 


Promotion. 


20-20 combined, and 
not less than 20-40 
in either eye with- 
out glasses. 


20-30 combined, not 
less than 20-40 in 
either eye without 
glasses. 


20-30 combined, not 
less than 20-40 in 
eithec eye without 
glasses. 


See rule 19. 


See rule 19. 


Re-examination. 


20-20 combined, not less than 
20-70 in either eye ; or 20-30 
combined, not less than 20-40 
in either eye without glasses. 
See rules 8, 15, 16 and 18. 


20-30 combined not less than 
20-50 in either eye without 
glasses. When combined 
vision without glazses is not 
less than 20-50 and neither 
eye less than 20-70, and by 
the aid of glasses combined 
vision can be brought to not 
less than 20-30, enginemen 
must wear glasses. See rules 
8, 9, 10, 13, 15, 17 and 18. 


20-30 combined, not less than 
20-40 in either eye with or 
without glasses providing 
neither eye is less than 20-70 
without glasses; or 20-20 in 
one eye and less than 20-70 or 
nil in the other without 
glasses. 


20-40 combined, not less than 
20-50 in either eye with or 
without glasses; or 20-30 
combined, not less than 20-70 
in either eye, with or without 
glasses ; or 20-20 in one eye 
and less than 20-70 or nil in 
the other without glasses. 


20-30 combined, not less than 
20-70 in either eye with or 
without glasses; or 20-30 in 
one eye, and less than 21)-70 
or nil in the other without 
glasses. 


20-50 combined, not less than 
20-70 in either eye with or 
without glasses; or 20-40 in 
one eye and less than 20-70 or 
nil in the other without 
glasses. 
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FIELD TESTS. 


Class. — Without Glasses. With Glasses. 


* ee. = $$ ——_ ——____—_—___—_—]— 


Class A. 


Enginemen, road service.| By day, sunlight. Or by day if 
cloudy with clear atmosphere. | 5 
Byinightaresde tinea s (200, 400 and 2,600 feet. |200, 400 and 5,000 feet. 
: 200, 400 and 2,000 feet. |200, 400 and 4,000 feet. 
200, 400 and 2,000 feet. |200, 400 and 4,000 féet. 


Class B. 


Enginemen, yard service.| By day or night ............... 200, 400 and 800 feet. . ./200, 400 and 2,60C feet. 


COMMODITY RATES ON WIRE FENCING. 


An application was filed with the Board by the Montreal Board of Trade under 
section 315 of the Railway Act, for an order directing the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company and Canadian Pacific Railway Company to equalize their rates on wire 
fencing and netting, also staple and wire goods C.L. from Montreal to Ontario points, — 
on a basis similar to that prescribed by order No. 6844, dated April 6, 1909, in the 
application of the Canadian Freight Association. The application was heard at a 
sittings of the Board in’ Ottawa, on November 5, 1912. Judgment of the Board was 
delivered by the Assistant Chief Commissioner as follows:— 


Assistant Chief Commissioner: 


Before dealing with the merits of this application, it might be well to point out 
briefly the history of wire fencing rates in Ontario for some years back. Aftér order 
No. 8258, in what was called the International Rates case, was issued by the Board, 
the Canadian Freight Association through its advisory committee pointed out to the 
Board that the lowering of the class rates brought about by the decision of the Board 
in the International Rates case had the effect of making the fifth-class rates lower in 
some instances than the existing commodity rates on wire fencing, and asked the 
Board’s permission to cancel the commodity rates with certain exceptions. As a 
result of that application, order No. 6844, of the 6th of April, 1909, was issued. The 
rates fixed by that order are found in G.T.R.-C.RG.. E-2548, O.P.R.-O.R.C. E-2124. 
These tariffs provide rates out of Toronto, Hamilton, Woodstock, Walkerville and 
Windsor. At the time those rates were fixed no wire fencing was manufactured in 
Montreal, and therefore possible shipments from that point were not considered. 

Some years ago the manufacture of wire fencing by the Steel Company of Canada 
was commenced at Dominion, a suburb of Montreal, and an application was made to 
the railway companies for rates lower than fifth-class for wire fencing out of Montreal. 

In a letter, dated March 4th last, from Mr. Hayes, the then chairman of the 
advisory committee of the Canadian Freight Association, an application was made 
to the Board for the revision of order No. 6844, which fixed commodity rates on wire 
fencing from the Ontario points above mentioned so that the fifth-class rates would 
become applicable on all movements of wire fencing in Ontario. This application 
was made because the railway companies realized that with the establishment of a 
wire fencing manufacturing plant near Montreal some change in the rates was neces- 
sary. When that application came before the Board it was made to appear that the 
rate from Windsor to Montreal of 22 cents was the same as the ‘rate on plain wire and 
barbed wire from Pittsburg to Montreal, and that both barbed and plain wire entered 
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this country free of duty. Evidence was also given to show that the price of the wire 
fencing had been materially reduced within the past ten years, and that during that 
time the volume of the movement of wire fencing had very much increased. With 
these facts before it the Board dismissed the railway companies’ application, but no 
reasons for judgment were given. 

We now have the present application for a reduction in the rates from Montreal 
westward. It cannot be denied that with wire fencing moving from Ontario points 
of manufacture eastward on commodity rates, and wire fencing manufactured in 
Montreal moving westward on the fifth-class rates which are on a higher basis than 
the commodity rates, that the Montreal manufacturer is unjustly discriminated against. 

The railway companies realizing the position of affairs have offered to make the 
following reduction in their rates :— : 


“That westbound rates should be published from Montreal on the basis of 
the eastbound rates to Montreal, as follows :— 


POMmarn ian GUseryilles : eos. Siw ae es esl coctce a 22° eonts: 
edie eee Se ar. so tae ve once OL conte: 
Plata oP Ocoee DP een. 8. on wen eich yes. 2 18G- Cente, 


“These rates to be applied as maximum to intermediate points on the 
direct lines, and the rates to all points in the territory west of Toronto, south 
of the main line of the Grand Trunk Toronto to Sarnia, to be adjusted in fair 
relationship to the above-mentioned points.” 


This is agreeable to the applicant in so far as it goes, but the Board of Trade 
asks in addition that it be granted a reduction in the rates below the fifth class to 
points on branch lines north of the main line of the Canadian Pacific railway from 
Montreal to Toronto, and north of the main line of the Grand Trunk from Toronto 
to Sarnia, where the commodity rates which have been given the western manufac- 
turers do not’ apply. I do not think this feature of the application should be granted. 
The Board is striving to do away with the undue preference which western manufac- 
turers have over Montreal. . This preference does not exist in localities such as those 
mentioned where the commodity rates do not apply. We are not dealing with the 
reasonableness of the rates per se, but with the undue discrimination against Mont- 
‘real. There is no undue discrimination where both parties are subject to the fifth 
class rates. 

The Board of Trade also asks for a reduction in the fifth class rate out of Mont- 
real to points west thereof. As far as the territory immediately west of Montreal 
is concerned, there is no necessity for the Board’s intervention because of the shortness 
of the haul gives the Montteal manufacturer a substantial advantage; but with regard 
to points further west, some rearrangement, will’ have to be made. 

If the Sarnia and Walkerville rates on the one hand and the Montreal rate on the 
other are 'to be put on a parity in respect of the shipments involved, then the rates 
between Montreal and Toronto should be scaled on substantially the same basis as is 
used in scaling east of Toronto to Montreal. I use the word “ substantially ” because, 
as has been said, there is no need for a further reduction to the points immediately 
west of Montreal. The rearrangement recommended may be taken care of as follows: 
The commodity rate from Montreal to Kingston (approximately the midway point) 
should be the same as from Toronto; and from Montreal to Port Hope and Peterboro 
the same as for the appproximately similar distances from Toronto to Cornwall; the 
Port Hope, Peterboro and Toronto rates should be the maxima to intermediate points; 
and the commodity rates from Montreal should cover the same points as those from 
Toronto, on the above-mentioned basis. 

I think an order should go that the railway companies file tariffs to be effective 
on or before April 1, establishing commodity rates westward out of Montreal, on the 
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basis and for the territory which they intimated they were willing to do as described 
in the railway companies answer quoted above, and also rearranging the rates betwee 
Montreal and Toronto on the basis above suggested. 

D’ARCY SCOTT. 


I agree, S. J. McL., A. S. G., H. L. D. 


Orrawa, February 14, 1913. 
In pursuance of the judgment, the Board issued the following order :— 


Order No. 18775. 


P 

Upon hearing the application at the sittings of the Board held in Ottawa, Novem- 
ber 5, 1912, in the presence of representatives of the railway companies, the Montreal 
Board of Trade and the Dominion Wire Manufacturing Company, and what was 
alleged at the hearing— 

Tt is ordered that the Grand Trunk and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
panies be, and they are hereby, required to publish and file, so as to become effective 
by the first day of April, 1913, commodity rates on wire fencing and wire netting in 
carloads (including staples and wire gates, when forming part of the said carloads), © 
from Montreal on the following basis, that is to say— 

To Sarnia, Walkerville, Woodstock, Hamilton and Toronto at the rates charged 
from those points to Montreal under the commodity tariffs published and filed; to 
Port Hope and Peterborough at the rate charged for approximately the same dis- 
tance from Toronto to Cornwall, and to Kingston and Sharbot Lake at the rate 
charged thereto from Toronto; rates to be provided to those points west of Kingston 
and Sharbot Lake, and east of Toronto which are provided with commodity rate 
from Toronto, also to all points south of the main line of the Grand Trunk Railwa, 
Company between Toronto and Sarnia, in reasonable proportions to the basing rate 
specifically prescribed above; the said basing rates to be the maxima to intermediat 
points on the direct lines. 


H. L. DRAYTON, 


Chief Commissioner. 


COMPLAINT OF RESIDENTS IN THE VICINITY OF MERVIN, SASK., AS 
TO LAKE AND RAILWAY FACILITIES. 


Complaint having been filed with the Board by the Mervin Board of Trad 
rdlative to the delay by the Canadian Northern Railway Company to complete its 
line of railway from Edam to Mervin, Sask., the matter “came before the Board fo 
consideration at sittings held at Edam on November 19, 1912, before the Chief Com 
missioner and Commissioner McLean. Subsequently the judgment of the Board wa 
delivered by the Chief Commissioner as follows :— 


The Chief Commissioner: 


Complaint has been made by farmers and others in the vicinity of Mervin 
Saskatchewan, as to lake and railway facilities at that point. 

Mervin is a point on the North Battleford branch of the Canadian Northe 
Railway, some twelve miles north of Edam. The company’s route map has been su 
mitted to the Minister of Railways, and has been approved by the Minister fro 
North Battleford to Athabaska Landing, a distance in all of about two hundred an 
fifty miles. The railway company has submitted to the Board its location plans fro 
North Battleford to a point called Emmaville, a distance from Edam of about 
twenty-two miles. As a matter of fact, railway construction has been carried on 
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as far as Edam. Complainants state that settlers have gone into the country gener- 
ally along the line of the proposed route, and that there are farms now under culti- 
vation forty or fifty miles distant from Edam. They further state that at Mervin, 
the townsite of the Canadian Northern Railway system has been laid out and land 
sold on the strength of the statement that the steel would be carried to it. Mr. 
MacLeod, the general manager of the railway company, stated that it was the inten- 
tion of the company to lay steel to Mervin, and that the work would have been done 
‘had it not been for the fact that the company was undertaking so much work that 
some of it had to be left over. There does not seem to be any doubt but that land, 
to some extent, was sold as the complainants stated, and the map issued by Messrs. 
Davidson and McRae, general agents of the railway company’s lands, shows as a line 
in operation, this branch, not only to Mervin but to a distance of some ten miles 
north of it, probably intending to show the construction to the point where ithe Board 
has approved of the company’s plans. 

There is no question at all but that, the line is most urgently needed; that many 
of the farmers who appeared before the Board at Edam would probably be better off 
if they had broken no land and attempted to market no wheat under the adverse con- 
ditions which they are now suffering from. But the Board can do nothing. The 
building of these lines is a matter fixed only by the special Act and by agreements 
made with the different governments interested. The Board can do nothing except 
facilitate the work when asked, and has done everything in this particular instance 
that it can do until the lines are constructed and an application made to open them for 
traffic. The only reason no action is taken here is entirely owing to lack of jurisdic- 
tion. So far as the necessities of the district are concerned, and the position that 
settlers find themselves in, there is no doubt that the railway should be built, and 
built at once. So far as the sales of land are concerned, again the Board is without 
the slightest jurisdiction. As matters stand at present townsites can be opened by 
anybody anywhere, and lands sold on prophesies of the future, so far as railway 
development, station location, and other facilities are concerned, or anything else. 

In this particular instance, I unreservedly accept Mr. McLeod’s explanation as to 
the facts, and am quite sure that there was no intention of reaping the ‘benefit of a 
subdivision at Mervin on the assumption of a railway development which was not to 
take place. In other words, this construction was in contemplation and the work was 
‘expected to be done; but, as stated by Mr. McLeod, owing to weather conditions and 
shortage of labour, the railway company did not accomplish as much track-laying as 
anticipated by its officials. ; 

The Provincial Government is interested in the matter and the line is one that it 
is assisting. The Board has taken the matter up with that Government and notes of 
the evidence have been supplied to it. In addition to all this, Mr. McLeod has stated 
that the line will be built this season. The settlers at Mervin and! other parts of this 
district will have to content themselves with Mr. McLeod’s statement. The Board 
ean make no order, because it has no jurisdiction. 

H La DRAY LON: 


I agree, S. J. McL. 
January 25, 1913. 


RE EMBARGO ON SAND LOADED IN CARS. 


In August, 1912, complaint was made to the Board by the Marchand Sand Com- 
pany, of Winnipeg, Man., that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had placed an 
embargo on sand loaded in cars other than their own, on shipments into Winnipeg 
from points on the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s line. Judgment of the 
Board in this matter, was delivered by Commissioner McLean, October 28, 1912, as 
follows :— 
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Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


The Marchand Sand Company’s pit is located at Marchand, Manitoba, on the 
line of the Canadian Northern railway, a distance of forty-seven miles east of Win- 
nipeg. f 

The embargo complained of was put in force on July 24 of the present year. Mr. 
Beatty, in his letter of August 16, quotes Mr. Bury as saying :— 


“ An investigation made some time ago showed that dealers in sand, gravel, 
lumber and other classes of building material were bringing their freight in 
over the Canadian Northern and ordering it transferred over to the Canadian 
Pacific Railway yards to be delivered off our team tracks. This was not in 
accord with the interswitching order of the Board of Railway Commissioners, 
and we notified the transfer agency that we would not accept local cars from 
the Canadian Northern railway for team track or freight shed delivery. 

“ As I understand the order, it was certainly not the intention of the Board 
to order that team track and freight shed facilities should be held in common, 
but merely to provide that where consignees had private siding facilities on 
one railway, they should not be denied the right to bring their freight into the 
same city over a competing railway.” 


The following statement of Mr. Bury, viz:— 

“To prevent foreign cars coming over which we are unable to get back again 
and to give them an incentive to return our cars, we issued an order some time 
ago that we would not accept from the Canadian Northern sand, gravel, and 
other building material destined for delivery on sidings on the Canadian Pacific 
railway unless loaded in Canadian Pacifie cars,” 


puts the matter on another ground by stating in substance, not that the embargo was 
due to a congestion of facilities, but to an attempt to recover Canadian Pacific ears. 

The Canadian Northern officials state that while the Canadian Pacific contends 
that the former railway has a large number of Canadian Pacific cars on its line, it is 
not stated where such cars are located. They further state that under date of October 
19 they have 2,100 Canadian Pacific cars on their line, 396 of which are in Winnipeg, 
leaving about 1,700 they can use, of which number 1,200 are west of Humboldt, léay- 
ing approximately 500 on the central division. Of the latter figure 260 are east of 
Winnipeg under load, leaving about 250. Ninety per cent of which are under load. 
The sand company’s loading at the pit affected by the embargo, requires at least 
seventy-five cars per day. The Canadian Pacific arranged, on September 26, that the 
Canadian Northern would be permitted to use for loading of sand, cars received from 
the former railway in switching service. This relieved the situation somewhat. 

It having been found impossible to obtain any adjustment of the matter by cor- 


respondence, the matter has been looked into by an inspector of the Board. He advises 
as follows :— 


“On July 24 last, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company notified the Can 
adian Northern Railway that they would not accept shipments of sand or grave 
only when loaded in Canadian Pacific cars. Mr. Scott states as a result of thi 
embargo, his company have been unable to make deliveries according to con 


railway officials of both roads to ascertain if there would be any difficulty in 
obtaining cars for this contract, and also if there would be any diffieulty i 
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transferring cars from one road to the other, and they distinctly told him, as 
long as the switching charges were paid there would be no question about the 
transferring of cars, and he would get all the cars required to fill the order, 
and the shipments would be delivered as promptly as if they were being handled 
by the first carrying road. He states at the time the embargo was placed, there 
was in transit on the Canadian Northern Railway for Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way points forty-eight cars, which, in consequence of the embargo, had to be 
unloaded on Canadian Northern Railway team tracks and hauled to the north- 
west end of the city. He also states under the present arrangement, unless all 
of his shipments were handled in Canadian Pacific equipment, he cannot pro- 
perly supply his customers, for the reason he often orders, say twenty cars to 
be loaded at the pit intended for delivery at Canadian Northern private sidings, 
and before the arrival of the shipment, his customers who have private sidings 
on the Canadian Pacific Railway often run out of material, or come to him 
with a hurried order, and if he desired to divert the shipments to these cus- 
tomers he could not do so if they were not loaded in Canadian Pacific cars.” 


The situation is that the shippers desire to ship to private sidings. Mr. Bury, in 
the quotation already given, does not contest this right. The shipper located on the 
‘Canadian Northern, shipping to a private siding on the Canadian Pacific, should not 
be subjected to loss and damage because the Canadian Pacific is endeavouring to 
‘recover its cars. Whatever may be said as to the justifiability of the Canadian Pacific 
acting as it did if it had cars on the Canadian ‘Northern lines available at points of 
‘shipment for movement to private sidings in the Canadian Pacific terminals, it is 
apparent from what has been said, that while there were Canadian Pacific cars on the 
Canadian Northern lines they were in no sense immediately, or even proximately, 
available at the sand pit. 

The limitation of the movement on this interline.traffic to Canadian Pacific cars 
alone is discriminatory, and should forthwith be removed. 

S. J. McLEAN. 


a. L. D:, A. §..G., J. M. 
Ottawa, October 23, 1912. 


In pursuance of the judgment an order was issued (No. 17917) directing that the 
embargo complained against be forthwith removed. 


RATES ON SUGAR FROM EASTERN POINTS TO POINTS IN WESTERN 
| PROVINCES. 


A complaint was filed with the Board by the British Columbia Sugar Refining 
Company, of Vancouver, B.C., alleging discrimination shown by Canadian railways 
in rates on sugar in favour of eastern refineries to points in the western provinces. 
The complaint came before the Board for final consideration at a sittings held in 
Vancouver on November 20, 1912, before the Chief Commissioner and Commissioner 
McLean, in the presence of counsel for the complainants and for the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. Judgment of the Board was delivered by Commissioner 
McLean as follows :— 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


Complaint is made that the action of the Canadian Pacific, the Canadian % 
Northern, and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies by reducing their fifth- 
elass rates from their lake front termini to points in the provinces of Manitoba, 
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Saskatchewan and Alberta, such reductions having become effective April 1, 1912, 
has subjected the applicant to increased eastern competition. Applicant has applied 
unsuccessfully to the Canadian Pacific Railway for corresponding rate reductions on 
sugar from Vancouver to points in the provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan. The 
rate reduction which it is alleged has detrimentally affected the applicant is a result 
of the Board’s order in the Regina Board of Trade case. 

The contentions of the applicant are bound up with a case which was before 
the Board in 1908, viz.: The Complaint of the British Columbia Sugar Refining 
Company, Limited, regarding rates on sugar from Vancouver to Manitoba, Sas- 
katchewan and Alberta points, as compared with rates to Montreal. File 6759. The 
applicant in the present case contends that rates should not be reduced from the east 
without its obtaining corresponding benefit; and it states that each reduction in fifth- 
class rates from the east means a contraction in area in which it can profitably con- 
duct its business. It states that “it would be manifestly unjust that such a state of 
affairs should exist in Saskatchewan which by its geographical position may be reason- 
ably considered as part of our territory, that is to say, a province much closer to 
British Columbia than to-Quebec, and one from which we have long been expecting 
a large and increasing business.” The applicant’s position in regard to the effects 
of this increased competition, alleged to be the result of the rate reduction, is set out in 
the following language :— 


“Our interests must be so adversely affected by these reductions that we 
claim our position should be considered before lower rates are made from the 
east, or that no reduction should be put in force from the east unless we are 
given corresponding advantages.” 


In developing its case, applicant points out that rates per ton per mile from Port 
Arthur to points in the western provinces are much less than from Vancouver to 
Alberta points, and it gives as an exemplification of this the following statement :— 


* 
—— Miles. Rate. Pen tees 
per mile. 
$ cts. $ cts. 
Wonconverate Galoary | c casts. dts onaprean ston ee teen co Te eRe 646 0 75 2 82 
HOnleW liam LOM OGEOMINE ., acurrniemane Maces line eo ceil 639 0 57 1 78 
| 
Mancauver toned ‘Deere en - fase be waxe adbuls Pedglee seats | 739 0 82 2 22 
Hopi lam to Angin Roadie-eee: oe tk ae aha). dae Tee | 734 0 67 1 82 
a 
Vancouver to Lioydminstor, dacs, oadusaca tinea wile |] 967 | 1 08 2 23 


Port Arthur to North Battleford.... ; | 1,609 0 83 1 64 


a ss ; | 


The applicant also applies for an order directing the Canadian Pacific railway 
to obey the instructions of the Board as set forth in its order No. 4886 of June 16, 
1908. It is contended that the directions contained in the aforesaid order regarding the 
reasonable scaling of rates from Vancouver to intermediate points in Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan, and Alberta were not carried out. Further, in drawing attention to 
the reduction in rates resulting from the all-rail tariff effective April 1, 1912, from 
Montreal to various points in the west, it states that the disadvantages it labours 
under would be properly corrected by an order directing the Canadian Pacifie to com- 
ply with the provisions of the order above referred to, especially as to scaling of rates. 
Applicants also ask for an order directing the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk 
Pacific railways to issue joint tariffs with the Canadian Pacific railway establishing — 
lower rates from Vancouver to points on their respective lines. 
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It is not necessary to enter in detail into the question as to whether the pro- 
visions of the Board’s order No. 4886 were verbally complied with. The order was, 
perhaps, somewhat loosely: drawn. The clear intent which was intended to be 
embodied in the order is contained in the report of the Board’s chief traffic officer, 
which was adopted on the judgment of the Board in the matter; and what was done 
by the railways in putting in. the tariffs in question was in substantial compliance 
with the recommendations of the Board’s chief traffic officer. 

While the matter should not be dealt with in a technical way, attention may be 
drawn to the fact that the scaling referred to in the order was to be carried out 
“satisfactory to the Board.” The order, which went without formal hearing, reserved 
to either party the right to apply to rescind or vary the order. Subsequent to the 
issuance of the order, an application was made on July 27, 1908, by the Canadian 
Pacific for a re-hearing. Under date of July 29, 1908, the president of the sugar com- 
pany wrote a letter stating that the tariffs filed only partially carried out the order ; 
but no application was made by him for a re-hearine. Subsequently, on October 17, 
1908, the application of the railway for a re-hearing was withdrawn. 

It is not suggested that any rights the applicant may have had under the order in 
respect of a re-hearing have been lost by laches. But the four years which have been 
allowed to elapse, coupled with the conditions of the present application, sufficiently 

. differentiate the present situation from that which was dealt with under order No. 
4886. 

In so far as the applicant is relying upon the Board’s order No. 4886 as having 
created a rate basis which must now be enforced, it must be borne in mind that the. 
original application and the order resulting thereform were concerned with. all-rail 
rates from Montreal versus the all-rail movement from Vancouver. It is true that 
on March 21, 1908, and May 6, 1908, for example, the sugar company complained of 
reductions being made by lake and rail westbound, without corresponding reductions 
being made from Vancouver eastbound; but while this feature is introduced, it is 
evident from the tenor of the complaint, that what was relied upon’ was a comparison 
of the all-rail rates from Momtreal west and the all-rail rates from Vancouver east 
to points where competition arose; and it was with this phase of the condition that 
the order of the Board, as well as the report of the chief traffic officer dealt. 

The former complaint was wider in scope than the present. As has been seen, 
it is comtended that it is in Alberta and Saskatchewan that the competition has been 
specially increased as a result of the rate reductions. It is alleged that in Manitoba 
‘the applicant company is at a disadvantageous situation from the standpoint of com- 
petition, but this phase of the matter is not developed with any degree of particularity. 

As to the situation in Saskatchewan and Alberta, the Assistant Chief 'Commis- 
sioner, who presided at the first hearing of the present application, asked for informa- 
tion regarding the respective tonnage movements from Wancouver and from Fort 
William to Alberta and Saskatchewan points? A statement submitted by the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway subsequent to the first hearing shows that between April 1 and 
August 31, 1912, 16,100 tons of sugar went forward from Vancouver to Alberta and 
Saskatchewan points, while 170 tons went forward from Fort William ‘9 points in the 
same territory, that is to say, as between these two sources of supply Vaneouver sup- 
plied 98-9 per cent. The figures submitted by the Canadian Northern show, giving 
per cent totals, that in the period April 1 to July 31, 1912, 89-66 per cent of the sugar 
going to Canadian Northern railway points in these provinces was from Viancouver. 
To check up the figures so obtained, the Board asked for additional information as to 
the movement prior to April 1, when the tariffs complained of became effective, and 
was informed by the Canadian Northern that for the six months ending April 1, 1912, 
the movement from Vancouver to same provinces represented 80-5 per cent. As the 
applicants have not had an opportunity of checking these figures, nothing will be built. 
upon them. 

20ce—5 


66 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


Application has been received from Mr. Tilston, who desires to intervene on behalf 
of the Montreal Board of Trade. A similar application was received from the Knight 
Sugar Company, of Raymond, Alberta, which said :— 


“We kindly ask you to send us particulars of their application, and why 
they want the present rates reduced, as we are certainly interested in sugar 
freight rates coming into this territory. 

“While it is only part of the British Columbia refinery’s market, it is our 
entire market, and any information you can give us on the above will be appre- 
ciated, and we thank you in advance for the same.” 


For the reasons indicated in a later portion of this memorandum, it is nat now 
necessary to deal with these two applications. 

As has been stated, order No. 4886 dealt with all-rail rates, not only beeause the 
application was essentially concerned with this, but also because the Board appreci- 
ated that in the lake and rail movements there entered a factor which was not common 
to the movement from Vancouver, a factor which further, was to a considerable extent 
independent of the control of the Board. This is emphasized in the present application 
which refers to an‘18-cent rate of the ‘Canadian Lake Line applicable to sugar from 
Montreal to Port Arthur and Fort William for furtherance. This, as well as other 
independent lake carriers, is not subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. 

The consideration then of the former order does not advance the present situation. 
So far as the all-rail rates are concerned, Mr. Beatty in his answer gives the follow- 
ing comparisons which are not contested :— 


FROM 
Vancouver, B.C. 
Montreal, Que., all-rail, fifth class Tariff, Special Tariff, Difference in favour 
EB. 1920;.C.R.C. Ih. 2320. No. W. 2141; of Vancouver. 
C.R.C. W. 1428. 
TO 


(Rates in cents per 100 lbs. ) 


FOSS TT crn tae ccacaeinistatees 2 Ciate Tih inte wanimatt sie coe y lates oe 75 24 
IMOrGaT a We eets Sai ai. aie eenioe aiotera sar alate ee ctetat 102 75 27 
SSIs iho Leyte Sar cal ots uly cual > ate eae acreage ee 109 95 14 
Piano uibon empresas ciec tier eee aware oh 133 82 plus $10 per 51 less $10 per 
car. car, 
Redieersc..% PMT os ape eee eee 134 82 02 
ia ees de oa aide dad eb eae taker ae fe We 58 
ASCE DIC see aE aN cae ote eh esis gartais Lanaearege sai : 127 “SO 47 
RSA LEN OEIREN A oat orth che Avorn sis arate await crete niece a trots sa 82 51 


The applicant is in reality treating Fort William and Port Arthur as initial 
points of shipment. It states that because of the warehousing facilities supplied there, 
it is feasible for the eastern refiner to ship in on the lake rate during the summer, and 
by forwarding from these points during the season when navigation is not open prac- 
tically ta spread the effect of the lake and rail rate over the whole year’s movement. 
This may be and no doubt is to a considerable extent true, but a comparison of the 
rates from Fort William and Port Arthur westward with the rates from Vancouver 
eastbound is an integral portion of the Vancouver Board of Trade case which 
was made a part of the pending Western Rate Investigation. The applicant 
asks “for this discrimination to be removed and for lower freight rates to 
all points in Alberta and western Saskatchewan.” The complaint of the Vancouver 
Board of Trade raises exactly the same point as is raised by the applicant in the 
present case, namely, is the difference in rate basis eastbound over the mountains 


a 
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from the Pacific coast justifiable as compared with the rate basis froin Montreal and 
from the head of the lakes wesbound? It is, therefore, impossible to give any ruling 
on a particular case in advance of the ruling on the general case. The application, 
therefore, must stand to be dealt with as an integral part of the general investigation. 


S. J. McLEAN, 
February 21, 1913. 


2 gl On 


Notice has been sent out to all parties interested under date of March 28, 1913, 
that the Board will hear such further representations as any of the parties desire 


_ to make at its next sittings in Vancouver. 


CARTAGE TOLLS. 


The railway companies operating in Eastern Canada which performs certain - 
services in certain cities and towns known as cartage points, filed with the Board 


new cartage tariffs increasing the toll charged to the public for cartage service when 


such service is rendered by the companies. The new tariffs were to take effect on 
November 11. Notice was sent to the railway companies interested that they would 
be required to speak at the sittings to be held in Ottawa on November 5, 1912, to the 
new tariff of the companies increasing from November 11, 1912, the tolls to be charged 
at the so-called cartage points in Eastern Canada. After some discussion at the 
November sittings, the matter stood adjourned until the sittings of the Board in 
Ottawa on December 17. In the meantime, however, on November 6, the following 
order was issued :— 


i Order No. 17911. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held at Ottawa, 
‘November 5, 1912, the majority of the railway companies interested being represented 
at the hearing, the evidence offered, and what was alleged— 

It is ordered that the effective dates of the following tariffs covering the said 
increased charges for cartage, viz:— 

No. E 2627 
No. E 2467 
No. E 184 


No. 1533 
No. 1967 


‘Grand Trunk Railway Company.. 5 Ate 
Peooadianebacificokailway Company... 62 6. <6 «6 ec «fale we ne. od aa eae 
Canadian Northern Railway Company (lines east of Port Arthur).. .. . 
Pére Marquette Railroad Company.. Aen One oC Oe te ae 

Michigan Central Railroad Company.. .. 


aaaaaaanaaa 

oes ea Basea ioe eee) 

eaaneeaanaaa 
Z 


Chatham, Wallaceburg, and Lake Drie Railway Company.. .. é 254 
Kingston and Pembroke Railway Company... .......... No. 421 
Quebec, Montreal, and Southern Railway Company... .. .. .. No. 459 
New York Central and Hudson River Railroad Company... .. No. 2414 
Toronto, Hamilton, and Buffalo Railway Company... .. .. No. 838 
Ottawa and New York Railway Company.. Piece No. 921 


Be, and they are hereby, postponed to and including the thirty-first day of 
December, 1912. 


DARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commassioner. 


JUDGMENT, 


THe Assistant Cuter Commissioner: Well, if there is nothing further we will 
dispose of this matter now. 

The railway companies have for many years been carrying on a cartage business 
through these cartage companies. Under the Railway Act, as it is now in force, the 
question of cartage is a toll, and the railways must submit to the Board tho toll they 
charge for cartage. 
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The railway companies have been collecting for many years two cents a hundred 
and fifteen cents for smalls, and they have applied to the Board, or rather they have 
submitted to the Board, a tariff in which they desire to charge three cents a hundred 
and twenty cents for smalls. 

Had it not been for the intervention of the Board that tariff would have come 
into effect, at least so far as the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific railways are 
concerned, some time ago, I think it was the 11th November, but we issued an order 
postponing the effective date of that tariff until the matter could be looked into and 
considered. The matter was before the Board at the November trafic sittings a month 
ago. Since then conferences have been held between the parties interested, and we 
have to-day heard from those representing the parties who conferred, except some of 
the cartage companies, the result of their interviews. 

The cartage companies per se, of course, are not under our jurisdiction, and they 
have the right to absent themselves, as two of them have done to-day, from this meet- — 
ing if they so desire. It might have been beneficial to have had the assistance of their 
‘advice. The Hendrie Company were polite enough to come forward, and they have 
given us substantial assistance in telling us what their views are in the matter. How- 
ever, the other companies are within their rights in doing what they have done. 

I think we are all agreed that it is a benefit to both the railway companies and 
the shipping public to have these cartage companies carry on this cartage business as 

they do. ‘The shipping public, of course, are free to use their own concerns or to hire 
private cartage companies if they so desire, but it is not done except in a few cases. 
The general use of the cartage companies by the shipping publie is evidenced—of 
course there is a lot of other evidence besides—that it is a convenient method to have 
the cartage done. 

That being so, and the rates charged for cartage by the railway companies being 
under our jurisdiction, it is incumbent upon us to decide whether the railway com- 
panies’ tariffs which they have filed should be permitted to go into effect, that isa 
tariffs containing these higher rates. 

From the investigation we have made, and from the evidence submitted, it is 
clear to us that it is not unfair to permit some increase in the cartage rates. The 
cost of horses, the cost of wages, the cost of feed—all these items have gone up within 
the last few years, commensurate, I suppose, with the cost of everything we use. We 
all know the cost of living has tremendously increased. 

The railway companies ask for three cents a hundred. We think they are asking 
too much. We think that rate should not be granted. But we are of the opinion that 
they might be permitted to charge two and a half cents a hundred, and that the present 
rate on smalls might continue at 15 cents. 

The evidence in regard to the Canadian Pacific railway is that they are collect- 
ing more on the handling of smalls than they are paying their cartage company for 

“that particular item of business. Of course, the Canadian Pacific railway as well as 
the Grand Trunk and other companies are paying the cartage companies much larger 
sums than they are collecting from the public. They are free to make their own bar- 
gains with those cartage companies; we have nothing to say as to that. But bearing 
in mind the general benefit to the public, and the increased cost of living which we all 
realize, and the evidence given to us of the inereased cost in the items which make 
up the expenditure of the cartage companies, we feel that two and one-half cents a 
hundred should be allowed. 

Therefore, if amended tariffs on these lines are filed to become effective on the 
{st of January—that was the date to which we had put off the effective date of the 
tariffs heretofore filed—they may then come into effect. 

It has just been pointed out that there should be thirty days’ notice. Therefore 1) 
may be the 1st of January is too early a date. Mr. Hardwell will look into that, ang! 
of course the publie will get notice when the effective date should be. 
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Mr. Hayes: I think the tariff is simply under suspension at the present time 
with both the Interstate Commerce Commission and this Board. 

The Assistant Curer Commissioner: You have got to give the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission thirty days. 


Mr. Hayes: Fora reduction. It will be a reduction of the present tariff. 


Mr. Harpwetu: The present tariff is postponed to and including the 31st day of 
December. 


Mr. Hayes: The new tariff will be a reduction. 

Mr. Harvwett: No. This tariff was postponed. It will be an advance over the 
existing tariff. 

Mr. Kirkpatrick: There is no trouble in getting permission from the Interstate 
Commerce Commission if your order reads the ist of January. 

The Assistant Cuier Commissioner: You had better give the public the benefit 
of the doubt. We will make it thirty days now. 

Pursuant to the judgment the Board, on December 18, 1912, issued General Order 
No. 99 as follows :— 

: General Order No. 99. 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the adjourned sittmgs of the Board held in 
Ottawa, December 17, 1912, in the presence of counsel for and representatives of a 
majority of the railway companies interested; counsel for and the representative of the 
Hendrie Cartage Company; and the representatives of the Canadian Manufacturers’ 
Association, the Boards of Trade of Montreal and Toronto, and the Ontario Wholesale 
Grocers’ Guild; the evidence adduced, and what was alleged; and the reading of what 
has been filed :— 

It is ordered that the special tariffs of the railway companies, the effective dates 
of which were postponed to and including the 31st day of December, 1912, by the 
orders of the Board Nos. 17911, 18088 and 18153, dated respectively the 6th, 21st and 
30th days of November, 1912, be, and they are hereby, disallowed; and that in leu 
‘thereof the railway (or railroad) comjianies may publish and file, and make effective on 
statutory notice, special tariffs of tolls chargeable for cartage at those points in eastern 
Canada where cartage services are rendered by the said companies, or their agents, 
which shall not exceed two and one-half cents per 100 pounds; provided that a minimum 
toll may be charged and collected for the cartage of any single complete shipment, which 
minimum toll shall not exceed 15 cents. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


SWITCHING CHARGES. 


Complaint having been made to the Board by W. H. D. Miller, of Montreal, E.G, 
that at Mile End, P.Q., the Canadian Pacific Railway Company refused to consignees 
the privileges of rule 2, clause I, of the Canadian Gar Serviee Rules, by charging 
switching $2 per car unless placement orders are received hy the company before the 
arrival of cars. The Board set the matter down for hearing at a sittings held im 
Montreal on October 29. Subsequently, on January 3, 1918, the judgment of the 
Board, concurred in by Commissioners Mills and Goodeve, was delivered by the 
Chief Commissioner :— 


The Chief Commissioner : 


1 1 bf Oo (3 Y ye ; We y : aR 
Two cars arrived at Outrement consigned to shipper’s order, the railway com 
pany to notify Mr. Miller of arrival. Notice was given and Mr. Miller says he 
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ordered both cars to Moreau street by same telephone message. Agent says he ordered 
one to Moreau and one to Hochelaga. One car was sent to Moreau and was unloaded; 
the other went to Ontario street, where Miller’s consignee refused to unload it; and 
there it now stands under demurrage. Moreau and Ontario street team-tracks are 
all in Hochelaga yard; and I would allow the complaint for these reasons: First, the 
consignee wrote the agent the following day confirming his telephone message, and 
this letter orders both cars to Moreau street; Second, the same man, Hogg, was to 
unload both ears, and consequently he would more than likely want them at the same 
place; Third, I think if there is any conflict over a verbal or telephone conversation, the 
benefit of the doubt should go to the shipper, particularly as in‘this case, Miller’s 
interpretation is confirmed by his letter. 

It should be borne in mind that this situation does not in any way conflict with 
the ruling of the Board in the Canadian Cement case. The shipper has the right to 
have his car placed; but that right is subject always to the requirements of other 
shippers, and to the possible accommodation available. Had the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company been unable, by reason of the demands of other shippers, to place 
the second car as Miller had desired, the ruling of the Board in the Cement case 
would apply. The railway company has not pleaded the situation which was apparent 
in the Cement case. The Company, therefore, must assume the onus of the mistake 
or misunderstanding, and move the car to Moreau street for unleading at its own 
cost and charges; and there should be no charge for demurrage consequent upon the 
failure so to place the car in the first instance. 


Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 
January 3, 1913. 


RE INTERNATIONAL PULPWOOD RATES. 


On August 19, 1912, an application was made to the Board by the International 
Paper Company, the Union Bag and Paper Company, and other interested parties, for 
an order pursuant to section 323 of the Railway Act, disallowing the increased rates 
and cancellation on pulpwood from Quebec, Ontario and New Brunswick provinces to ~ 
eastern United States points, which otherwise would become effective on September 
1 and 2, 1912, and reinstating the present rates of the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, 
Canadian Northern and Temiscouata railways. The railway companies notified the 
Board that they would voluntarily suspend the effective dates of the tariffs on pulp- 
wood, to November 1, 1912, and the matter was accordingly set down for hearing at . 
sittings of the Board to be held in Ottawa, October 15, 1912. The Board, after hearing 
the parties by counsel, enlarged the matter for further hearing until February 4, 1913, 
and in the meantime issued an order directing that the tariffs of the respondent rail- 
way companies increasing the rate on shipments of pulpwood be suspended until 
February 14, 1918. A further order was issued on January 27, 1913, directing a 
further suspension until March 1, 1913. After the hearing on March 4, judgment of 
the Board (Commissioner McLean dissenting) was delivered by the Chief Commis- 
sioner. ; 

See Appendix “CO” for judgment and dissenting judgment. 

And in pursuance of the judgment, the Board issued order No. 18787, as follows :— 


February 27th, 1913. 


Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in Ottawa, 
October 15, 1912, in the presence of counsel for the applicants, the Grand Trunk, 
Canadian Pacific, and Canadian Northern Railway Companies being represented at 
the hearing, the evidence offered, and-what was alleged; and the reading of the written 
arguments filed on behalf of the parties— 
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Tt is ordered as follows :— 


, 1. The application is hereby refused. 

2. Subject to the condition that the rates from the Oanadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s stations west of Avonmore to and including Smiths Falls, in effect at the 
date of this order, be restored, the said tariffs of the respondent railway companies, 
increasing the rates on shipments of pulpwood, in carloads, are hereby allowed; 
provided that such increases shall not become effective before the 15th August, 1918. 


Hee Ears LOIN, 


Chief Commissioner. 


RATES ON CORN AND CORNMEAL. 


At a sittings held in Ottawa, April 16, 1912, the Grand Trunk and Canadian 
Pacific Railway Companies were called upon to justify the higher rates on ex-lake 
corn from Lake Huron and Georgian Bay ports than are charged on wheat and oats 
ex-lake. Also, that the railways show cause why the rate on cornmeal and other grain 
products from Montreal, P.Q., to St. John, N.B., should not be reduced from 174 to 
15 cents per 100 pounds. At the hearing the Chief Commissioner expressed his opinion 
that the cornmeal rates from Montreal to St. John points should not be disturbed and 
Commissioner McLean stated that the representations at the hearing, as well as the 
tenor of the protests received from the Maritime Provinces, convineed him that action 
could not be taken as suggested in his judgment of March 6, 1912, without giving the 
Maritime Province points concerned, an opportunity to be heard. The Board accord- 
ingly dismissed the application. Subsequently, at sittings held in St. John, N.B., on 
July 9, 1912, the Board took up the application of the Montreal Board of Trade for an 
order (@) reducing the rate on ex-lake corn from the Georgian Bay ports to Montreal, 
to the same basis as in effect on ex-lake wheat, barley, and oats; (vb) directing the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company to apply the mileage basis as in effect in Ontario 
and Quebec, as shown in the company’s tariff C.R.C.E.-1929, on cornmeal shipped 
from Montreal to the company’s points in New Brunswick. After the hearing, the 
judgment of the Board was delivered by Commissioner McLean, as follows :— 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 

The judgment, dated March 6, 1912, stated that the application as launched was 
not a tenable one. At the same time, direction was given that the railway should be 
asked to justify the apparent discrimination as between the wheat and oats rate and 
the corn rate from Georgian Bay ports to Montreal. It was stated :— 


“Tt appears, however, that the corn rate from Tiffin .to Lindsay and from 
Tiffin to Peterboro is the same as the wheat and oats rate, while from Tiffin to 
Montreal the corn rate is 113 centg as compared with the wheat and oats rate 
of 10 cents. In view of the extension of the wheat and oats rate to Lindsay and 
Peterboro, it is not apparent why the same treatment should not be given to 
Montreal. It does not appear that there is any such essential difference between 
corn and wheat and oats as would justify a higher rate basis in the case of 
corn.” 


Attention was also drawn to the fact that the rate from Montreal to St. John was 
apparently out of line as compared with the rate from points west of Montreal to Bt. 
John, and direction was given that the railway should be required to ee to the 
question why the Montreal-St. John rate should not be reduced from 173 te is cents. 

As a result of this hearing, the majority of the Board concurred in the position 
that the cornmeal rates from Montreal to St, John points should not be disturbed. 
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On May 11, 1912, Mr. Tilston, for the Montreal Board of Trade, made applica- 
tion for a re-hearing, which would also afford an opportunity for the protests already 
made by the maritime milling interests against the proposed reductions of the rates, 
but which had not been presented in evidence to be considered. 

As a result of this, the matter was set down for re-hearing in St. John. The 
position of the Maritim? milling interests was in part presented. As it was desired 
by some of the interests represented to make fuller statements than could be put in 
at the hearing, an opportunity of doing this by means of written statements was 
afforded. This method of procedure, on account of the time necessarily taken up by 
written answer and reply is usually dilatory. And it was as dilatory as usual in the 
present application. 

Full consideration of the evidence presented, as well as of the submissions sub- 
sequently presented in writing, convince me that the Board acted properly in refusing 
to direct a reduction from Montreal to St. John. This position may be re-affirmed. 

There remains for consideration the question of the ex-lake rates on corn, which 
was not dealt with in the judgment of the Board already referred to. As pointed 
out by Mr. Tilston at the hearing, the ex-lake rates on corn for milling are identical 
with those on wheat, barley, and oats, for milling, for all distances up to 325 miles, 
at which point the rate is uniformly 10 cents per 100 pounds. This 10-cent rate is 
continued on wheat, barley and oats down to Montreal, which is 382 miles by the 
Grand*Trunk from Tiffin; and when, in the near future, the C. P. R. opens its new 
line to Port McNicoll, its distance will be 3869 miles. On the other hand, the corn 
rate advances to 11 cents up to 350 miles, and to 113 cents beyond that to Montreal. 

This is a question of discrimination as between the rates on corn and the wheat 
and oats rate. It was contended in substance by Mr. Kirkpatrick for the railway that 
the 10-cent wheat and oats rate was a competitive one against water carriers, and that 
in the case of corn the same conditions did not present themselves. It may be noted, 
as already pointed out, that the corn was given the same basis as wheat and oats from 
Tiffin to Lindsay and Peterborough. 

[f the controlling power of water competition is relied upon as a justification of the 
difference in treatment, it would normally follow that to some extent the water con- 
trolled rate would fluetuate with its controlling rate. But the 10-cent rate has been 
in force unchanged for some years. It apples not only to Montreal and as a maximum 
to intermediate points, but also to points on the north shore, from Aylmer down to 
Montreal, including the branches, and to points on the Brockville-Ottawa and Prescott- 
Ottawa sections. But the pervasive power of water competition on this rate is further 
minimized when it is remembered that it was originally an arbitrary rail proportion 
of a through rate from Fort William. It had its origin when grain was handled on 
through rates from Fort William, via lake and rail, and this figure was approximately, 
if not actually, allowed for the rail haul from the Georgian Bay. As a result of the 
improvement in the facilities for handling grain to Montreal, all water, it became 
expedient to allow the lake carrier to protect rates on the Bay ports as they found 
necessary tc meet fluctuating competitive conditions, and the rail carriers accepted 
the fixed rate of 10 cents per 100 pounds from the Bay ports. 

It has not been affirmatively shown that either in point of water competition, or 
in point of conditions affecting carriage, there is such a difference of conditions as to 
justify the discrimination between the ex-lake rate on corn and that on wheat. oats 
and barley. The corn should, therefore, be given the same treatment as the latter. 
where an ex-lake rate on it is in effect. 


I agree, D’A. S., J. M., A. S. G. 
January 14, 1913. 


ee ee EE EO 


ie 25.. 
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In pursuance of this judgment, order No. 18578 was issued. The following is the 
order :— 


January 23, 1913. 


Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in the city 
of St. John on July 9, 1912, the applicant, the city of St. John, the St. John Milling 
Company, Limited, and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company being represented at 
the hearing, and what was alleged; and upon the reading of the written arguments 
filed in support of the application and on behalf of the railway company— 

It is ordered :— 

1. That the order of the Board No. 16394, dated April 25, 1912, dismissing the 
application for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to apply the 
mileage basis, as in effect in Ontario and Quebec, as shown in the company’s tariff 
C.R.C.E.-1929, on cornmeal shipped from Montreal to the company’s points in New 
Brunswick, be, and it is hereby, confirmed. 

2. That the mileage tariffs of the railway companies, from the ports of trans- 
shipment, on ex-lake corn in carloads, for milling purposes, be revised so as to provide 
rates on the said corn that shall not, in any case, exceed the mileage tariff rates charged 
from the same ports of transshipment, and for the same distances, on ex-lake wheat, 
oats and barley in carloads, for milling purwoses; the said revised tariffs to become 
_effective not later than the 10th day of February, 1913. 


DARCY SCOT I: 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


RHE TRANSPORTATION OF FRUIT. 

An application was filed with the Board under date of April 23, 1912, by the 
Simcoe Fruits, Limited, of Barrie, Ont., for the restoration of the agreement in effect 
prior to March 29, 1911, whereby green apples carried by the railway. companies in 
L.C.L. lots for aggregation into carload shipments, received in reshipment a reduction 
of one-third from the inwards L.C.L. rate, or, as an alternative for the application of 
the through L/C.L. rate, subject to the minimum C.L. weight; from the original ship- 
ping point to the final railway destination, plus a reasonable charge of $3 per car sug- 
gested for the stop-over at the intermediate point of consolidation, with the privilege 
of inspection and repacking thereat. 

Application was also made in this connection by the Fruit Growers’ Association 
of Ontario. The matter came before the Board for consideration at a sittings held in 
Toronto on September 26, 1912, in the presence of counsel of the railway companies 
interested, and a representative of the Simeoe Fruits, Limited. No action was taken 
on that occasion the matter being stood over to be dealt with when the application of 
‘the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario, should be filed with the Board. The 
matter subsequently came before the Board for final adjudication at a sittings held 
in Toronto, November 6, 1912, before the Chief Commissioner and Commissioner 
McLean. The judgment of the Board was subsequently delivered by Commissioner 


MeLean :— 


Mr. Commissioner McLean: 


Application is made for a stopover for completion of carloads of fruit in transit, 
or, in the alternative, for the restoration of the special rate on part lots to concentra- 
tion centres. Application is also made for reimbursement for slatting supplied for the 
floors of cars by shippers. ie 

It is established by various decisions of this Board, as well as by decisions of the 
Interstate Commerce Conuiasion, that the transit practice is a privilege, not a right. 
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The following language expresses the position of the Board as set out in the judg- 
ment in connection with the application of the Board of Trade of Montreal for an 
order directing the C.P.R. Co. to furnish tariffs covering milling in transit arrange- 
ment on corn received at Montreal by rail from Georgian Bay elevator ports and 
from Detroit, &c., file 12384 :— : 

“We cannot require a railway company to establish a milling in transit 
rate on anything; it is optional with them to do it. If they choose to do it 
themselves, then they may get under our jurisdiction if it discriminates against 
anybody. But in the absence of any milling in transit rate on corn for local 
consumption, I do not see how it can get under our control at all. We cannot 
require them to put in such a rate as I understand it. If they do it and then 
if discrimination follows, it would come under the discrimination clause.” 


The same position applies here. Discrimination not having been established, the 
Board is without power to direct that this privilege shall be given by the railway. 

In the matter of the application for the restoration of the special rate in part 
lots to concentration centres, the situation as disclosed by the Board’s records appears 
to be as follows: From December 10, 1904, when tariffs were first filed under the Act 
(and probably much earlier) down to March 28, 1911, both the Grand Trunk and 
Canadian Pacific carried apples to concentration points for storage, inspection, or 
completion of carload and reshipment, at a reduction of one-third from the loeal 
tariff rates. The combination of the in and out rate was not to be less than the 
through rate from the first shipping point to the final destination, plus 2 cents per 100 
pounds; and if to the concentration point, a joint route had to be used, the reduction 
applied only to that portion of the earnings of the company that. received the second 
haul, or reshipment, from that point. On March 29, 1911, the arrangement was moili- 
fied by withdrawing the completion-of-carload concession, and restricting the storage 
and inspection privileges to carloads. 

The railways have not satisfactorily justified the abtogation of the arrangement 
which had been shown to have been in existence in Ontario for a number of years; and 
an order of the Board should go directing the re-establishment of the hitherto existing 
arrangement, this to be effective within thirty days. : 

The second phase of the application is concerned with the determination of the 
allowance to shippers for slatting furnished by them for the floors of refrigerator cars. 
From the evidence, the allowance is desired in connection with soft fruits, e.g.” peaches 
and plums. It will be sufficient at present to require the Grand Trunk Pacifie, the 
Canadian Pacific, and the Canadian Northern to notify the Board not later than 
April 15 what number of their refrigerator cars in service are supplied with slatted 
floors, and what number are not. When this information is received, the Board will 
then be in a position to determine what allowance should be made to shippers furnish- 
ing slatting for the floors of cars. 

S. J. McLEAN. 

I agree, H. L. D. 


February 26, 1918. 


Pursuant to this judgment the Board issued, on March 5, 1913, the followin 
order :— 


Order No. 18,825. 


Upon hearing the applications at the sittings of the Board held in the city 
‘Toronto, September 28, 1912, and November 6, 1912, the applicants and the Gran 
Trunk and Canadian Pacifie Companies being represented at the hearing, and wha 
was alleged; and upon the report of the chief traffic officer of the Board: — 
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1. That the applications for the stop-over privilege for completion ef carload 
shipments in transit, at an additional charge of three dollars ($3) per car for each 
such stop, be, and they are hereby, refused. 

2. That the railway companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board re-estab- 
lish the arrangement formerly in effect, whereby apples were carried to concentration 
points for storage inspection or for completion of carloads and re-shipment, subject 
to certain conditions, at a reduction of one-third from the local tariff rates, to the 
concentration points, so as to become effective within thirty days from the date of this 
order. ~ 

3. That the Grand Trunk, the Grand Trunk Pacific, the Canadian Pacific, and the 
Canadian Northern Railway Companies notify the Board, not later than April 15, 
1913, what number of their, and each of their, refrigerator cars in service are supplied 
with slatted floors, and what number are not. 

H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


HEATED CAR SERVICE. 


The consideration of the question of heated car service to be furnished by railway 
companies was first brought to the attention of the Board in connection with the appli- 
cation of the Sanitaris, Limited, of Arnprior, Ont., for an order directing railway 
companies to furnish, during cold weather, heated cars for the carriage of mineral 
water, ginger ale, and other bottled beverages, in quantities aggregating not less than 
carload lots, from one shipper to one or more consignee and destinations, and in this 
connection an order was issued dealing with the matter (order No. 15,819) and direct- 
ing the railway companies to re-establish the system in practice by them of carrying 
less than carload lots in heated cars during the winter of 1910-1911, until further 
order of the Board, or until the reasonableness of the withdrawal of such facilities 
could be passed upon by the Board. 

Subsequently, on June 11, 1912, the following circular was sent to all railway 
companies subject to the Board’s jurisdiction :— 


OTrTawa, June 11, 1912. 


Circular No. 89. 
' File 18855, Heated Car Service. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the Board to 
be held at Ottawa on Tuesday, July 2, commencing at ten o’clock in the fore- 
noon, railway companies subject to the Board’s jurisdiction will be required to 
show cause why a general order should not issue, requiring railway companies 
to furnish a heated car service. 


Yours truly, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


In accordance with this circular the matter came before the Board for considera- 
tion at its sittings held in Ottawa on July 3, 1912, when, after hearing the parties, 


judgment was reserved. 
See eccauently, on December 6, 1912, the Board issued General Order No. 98 in the 
following terms :— Ss 
ae General Order No. 98. 


Upon the hearing of certain of the applications at the sittings of the Board held 
at Ottawa on July 3, 1912, and at Toronto, on September 28, 1912, in the presence of 
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counsel for and representatives of the applicants and the railway companies, and what 
was alleged; avé@ upon the report and recommendation of the chief traffic officer of 
the Board— 

Tt is ordered that, until further ordered by the Board, upon the receipt of reason- 
able notice from the shipper, or shippers, that such is or are required, railway com- 
panies, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, operating in Eastern Canada, which 
own refrigerator cars, and according to their respective powers, furnish to any shipper 
or combination of shippers, a heated refrigerator car, or cars, for the carriage during 
cold weather, of fruit, vegetables and eggs, in less than carload quantities, the same to 
be carted by the shipper, and loaded in the car by the shipper, or shippers, in the 
order in which the shipments are to be unloaded. 

Provided, that under this order the carrier be not required 

(a) To accept shipments necessitating more than five openings of any such car 
for unloading purposes. 

(b)To furnish heated cars for transhipments from the original car for destinations 
off the route of the said car. 

(ec) To accept less than a total weight of 12,000 pounds in any such car, or less ~ 
ageregate amount in freight charges than for 12,000 pounds distributed proratably over 
the various shipments in any car. 

(d) To accept such shipments unless the freight charges are prepaid. | 

(e) To assume liability for loss or damage to the property by frost (1) while in- 
the car, if ‘caused by the opening of the car for loading or unloading purposes ; or 
(2) after it has been unloaded fromi the ear. | 


| 
; 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
1 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company having interpreted the said general order 
as superseding order No. 15,819 and having discontinued the heated car service in re- 
spect of freight shipments not specifically provided for in the general order, the Board 
issued a further general order, dated February 1, 1913, (General Order No. 101) as” 
follows :— 

General Order No. 101. 

Whereas, by order of the Board No. 15819, dated January 18, 1812, all railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada were directed forth- 
with to re-establish the system or systems in practice by them, during the winter of 
1910-11, of carrying less than carload lots in heated cars, and to grant to all shippers 
the rights and privileges of such shipping facilities in respect to*such traffic as were 
in force upon their various lines during the said winter, until further order, or until 
the reasonableness of the withdrawal of. such facilities could be passed upon by the 

3oard; 

And whereas, by general order No. 98,.dated the 6th day of December, 1912, rail- 
way companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, operating in Eastern Canada, 
were required to furnish to any shipper a heated refrigerator car, or cars, for the ear- 
riage during cold weather of fruit, vegetables an] eggs. in less than carload quantities, 
subject to certain conditions specified in the order: 

And whereas, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company interprets the said general 
order as superseding the said order No. 15,819, and has discontinued the heated cat 
service in respect of freight shipments not specifically provided for in the general 
order, and notwithstanding the fact that it has been notified, under the direction of 
the Board, that the intention of the said general order was not in any way to eancel or 
supersede the provisions of the previous order, the company refuses to carry out the 
terms of the said order No. 15,819— 

Now therefore the Board orders and declares that the said general order No. 98 
shall not be taken or construed as in substitution for, or in cancellation of, the said 


¥ 
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order No. 15,819, but as an addition thereto; and the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
peny is hereby directed forthwith to comply with and carry out the terms and require- 
ments of the said order No. 15,819, dated January 18, 1912. 


Ties DRAY LON: 
Chief Commissioner. 


The Board now expresses the hope that the orders issued are sufficient to cover 
the requirements of the case. 


RH EMBARGOES. 


The question of embargoes having been one that has been engaging the attention 
of the Board, the Board on the 14th of May, 1912, issued the following circular :— 


May 14, 1912. 
Circular No. 87: 


RE” EMBARGOES. 


The Board desires that all railway companies subject to its Jurisdiction, 
show cause at the traffic sittings of the Board to be held at Ottawa, June 18, 
1912, why an order should not go prohibiting any railway company from issuing 
an embargo against any trafic for a period longer than four days without first 
giving the Board at least. ten days’ previous notice of its intention to issue 
such embargo, and the reason why such embargo is to be issued. 


By order, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary: 


At the sittings held in Ottawa, on June 18, the matter was discussed by counsel 
for the various railway companies interested, and the Board, after hearing the dis- 
eussion, reserved judgment, Subsequently, on November 2, 1912, the Board decided 
to issue a general order dealing with the matter, as follows :— 


General Order No. 95. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in ‘the city of 
Ottawa, June 18, 1912, the Grand Trunk Railway Company of Canada, the Canadian 
Pacific, Canadian Northern and Great Northern Railway Companies, being represented 
by counsel at the hearing; and reading what has been filed on behalf of the respondent 
railway companies, and the report and recommendation of the chief operating officer 


of the Board— 


It is ordered as follows :— 

Whenever a railway company, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, issues an 
embargo against any traffic, it shall, within forty-eight hours thereafter, file with the 
Board a copy of such embargo, with a statement of the conditions rendering such 
embargo necessary, the action required to remove such conditions; and the probable 
time such embargo will be continued. And when such embargo is withdrawn or can- ° 
celled, the company shall forthwith file with the Board a copy of such withdrawal or 


cancellation. 
D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
This order has been acted upon by all railway companies interested and the infor- 
mation called for, filed with the Board. 
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DEMURRAGE CHARGES, CAR SHORTAGE AND CONGESTION OF 
TRAFFIC. 


The question of an increase in demurrage charges on freight cars as a means ot 
expediting the release of cars was one that came before the Board for consideration 
upon the application of the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, Canadian Northern and 
Michigan Central Railway Companies on behalf of themselves and of all other rail- 
way companies subject to the Board’s jurisdiction, for permission to increase, tem- 
porarily, the toll for car detention by shippers or consignees, with the object of mimi- 
mizing the misuse of freight cars for storage purposes, and alleviating the car shortage 
and congestion of traftic. 

Notice of the hearing of the application having been sent to all parties directly 
interested, the matter came before the Board for consideration at a sittings held on 
November 27, 1912, in the presence of representatives for certain Boards of Trade 
and for other associations interested. The Board, after hearing all parties, issued 
the following order (General Order No. 97) dealing with the matter :— 


General Order No. 97. 


= 


Upon the hearing of the application at the sitting of the Board held in the city 
of Ottawa on the 27th November, 1912, counsel and representatives appearing for the 
applicant railway companies, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, the Montreal 
and Toronto Boards of Trade, the Montreal Corn Exchange, the Dominion Millers’ 
Association, the Canadian Lumbermen’s Association, and others.— 

It is ordered that, on the publication and filing of tariffs therefor, and for the 
period commencing the fifteenth day of December, 1912, and terminating the thirty- 
first day of March, 1913, both inclusive, the said applicant companies be, and they are 
hereby, permitted to increase the car service or demurrage toll prescribed by the order 
of the Board, No. 906, dated the 25th day of January, 1906, from one dollar a day to 
two dollars a day for the first twenty-four hours or any part thereof, and to three 
dollars a day for each succeeding twenty-four hours, or any part thereof, for delay 
beyond the free time allowed for the said order for loading or unloading ears; pro- 
vided that this order shall not apply to cars held in transit at stopover points under 
published tariffs filed with the Board. 

D’AROY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


File No 1700.29. 


APPLICATION OF RAILWAY COMPANIES FOR ORDER PERMITTING A TEMPORARY INCREASE OF 
DEMURRAGE CHARGES. 


Heard at Ottawa, November 27, 1912. 
Assistant Chief Commissioner: 


The railway companies under the jurisdiction of the Board apply for a temporary 
increase of the demurrage charges permitted under the Canadian Car Service Rules; 
from $1 per day beyond the free time, to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, $3 for 
-the second twenty-four hours, and $4 for the third and succeeding twenty-four hours, 
of car detention after the free time allowed by the rules. 

It cannot be denied that a car shortage equal to, if not greater than that of last 
year is imminent; and unless some steps are taken to secure an adequate supply of 
cars, traffic will be seriously handicapped during the approaching winter and spring 
until the opening of navigation. Evidence was submitted to the Board by the appli- 
cants, showing an unreasonable detention of a large number of cars at many of the 
principal traffic centres of the country. It is urged by the railway companies that the 
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unnecessary detention of cars by shippers and consignees, not only handicaps the rail- 
way companies by depriving them of cars which would otherwise be available for 
traffic, but also causes congestion by blocking team tracks and private sidings in 
terminals. It is also contended that at least 50 per cent of what is called railway 
detentions, that is, the unnecessary holding of cars in terminals by the railway com- 
panies, is done to the blocking of these terminals by the unnecessary detention of 
cars by shippers and consignees. 

The Board is fully alive to the very unsatisfactory method adopted by some 
of the railway companies for the handling of freight traffic, It hus had its expert 
officials examine and report on the terminal and transportation facilities of the rail- 
way companies for some time. It has had the railway companies and the representa- 
tives of the shippers before it, and has discussed with the former the necessity for 
increasing the facilities and rolling stock of the railways, in order to overcome the 
unsatisfactory condition of affairs; and the railway companies are, undoubtedly, mak- 
ing an honest effort to relieve the congested condition of freight traffic, by increasing 
their facilities in the way of enlarging their yards, double-tracking, providing more 
ears, and adding to their motive power. 

We are all thankful to realize that the traffic of the country is increasing at a 
far greater rate than was anticipated but a few years ago. 

I believe there is much yet for the railways ‘to do to equip themselves to handle 
the business of the country properly; but, as I have said before, I am satisfied that 
they are making an honest effort to do so;.and they now ask, in a time of congestion 
of traffic, that those whose merchandise they carry do what they can to assist by load- 
ing and unloading cars as promptly as possible, in order that they may be available 
for the use of shippers. 

The practice of consignees holding cars and using them for storage or warehouse 
purposes, undoubtedly exists. In many cases, it is cheaper for a consignee to pay $1 
a day demurrage and use ‘the car as.a warehouse, than to unload the car promptly 
and store his goods in some other place. Many merchants and traders, whose business 
has materially increased within the last few years, have not sufficient shed capacity 
to take care of their goods. 

The applicants, in order to induce prompt release of cars, ask that the demurrage 
charges be so increased that, because of the expense of holding a car beyond the free 
time, shippers and consignees will be prompted to load and unload cars with the 
utmost despatch. 

The object of Car Service Rules is not to supply revenue for the railway 
companies, but to insure prompt release of cars, that they may be available for other 
shippers. The $1 for each twenty-four hours’ detention over the free time is appar- 
ently not a sufficient inducement to secure the prompt release of cars in many cases; 
and I am of the opinion that temporarily, during the present shortage of cars, the 
demurrage charge should be so increased as to insure the prompt release of cars in 
all cases. 

When a congestion occurred some time ago, on the Ontario Government railway 
(T. and N.O.) the demurrage charge imposed by the Government was increased from 
$1 to $3; and, from the uncontroverted evidence submitted to the Board, it proved to 
be beneficial in securing a more prompt release of cars. The Pacific Car Service 
Bureau, having jurisdiction in the state of California, made a protracted experiment 
by increasing demurrage charges gradually from $1 to $6 per day over the free time; 
and it has recently fixed the rate at $3 per day as being the most satisfactory amount. 

Being of the opinion that the railway companies have made out a good case for a 
temporary increase of demurrage charges, I have come to the conclusion, bearing in 
mind the facts above stated, that the increase should not exceed a maximum of $3; 
I would increase the charge to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, and $3 for each 
subsequent twenty-four hours, beyond the free time as provided in our Car Service 


Rules. 
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The railway companies are on record as stating that if they get this temporary 
increase, which I think should be granted, there will be very little congestion, and few, 
if any, delays in the placing of cars. Tt will now be incumbent upon them to carry 
out their undertaking. This temporary increase in demurrage charges may be taken 
as a substantial contribution by the shipping public towards the relief of the difficul- 
ties, and it will be for the railway companies to do the rest. Unless greater effort is 
made by the railway companies, with the view of more prompt transportation and 
handling of traffic, I do not believe that the increase in the demurrage charges will 
make any substantial difference. 

There is almost a unanimity of opinion among the shipping public, that they 
would cheerfully consent to ‘the increase in demurrage charges, if a measure of reci- 
procal demurrage was made effective at the same time; that is, if the railway com- 
panies would pay a per diem allowance to the shipper, or consignee, for unreasonable 
delays in the delivery of cars on the part of the railway companies. That is a matter 
with which we cannot deal in this application. It was brought to the attention of 
the Board at a sitting in Winnipeg, in July last, and is, I believe, now being con- 
sidered by the Chief Commissioner and Mr. Commissioner McLean on their present 
western trip; and it cannot be disposed of without a hearing in the east, where a 
number of shippers desire to be heard on the subject. In disposing of the question of 
reciprocal demurrage, the Board will, of course, consider what, if any, effect this 
temporary increase in the demurrage charges may have upon that question; but I see 
no reason why the present application should be delayed on that account. 

I, therefore, think an order should go granting a temporary increase in the demur- 
rage charges as mentioned above, to become effective on the 15th December next, and 
continue until the 1st April next; when, unless otherwise ordered by the Board, the 
old charge of $1 per day will be restored. I have made’ the effective date December 
15 so as to give the shippers and consignees two weeks’ notice. q 

It was pointed out to us at the hearing yesterday that the charges permitted for 
stopover privileges at Cartier and other points throughout Canada were based oa 
the present demurrage charges; and that, unless otherwise ordered by the Board, an — 
increase in demurrage charges might result in an increase of stopover charges. There ‘ 
should be no increase in stopover charges; and provision to that effect should be — 
incorporated in the order. 
DARCY SCOTT. 
Orrawa, November 28, 1912. 


This order was widely circulated throughout the Dominion, and the Board trusts 
that it will meet the requirements of the case and prove to be equitable and just to all 


parties interested. ; 


—— 


RECIPROCAL DEMURRAGE. 


® ¢ 


The matter of reciprocal demurrage is one that has come before the Board inl 
connection with the application of Mr. D. D. Campbell, D.G.S. agent at Winnipeg, - 
asking for a ruling of the Board on reciprocal demurrage on grain in transit. The 
application came before the Board for consideration at sittings held in Winnipeg 
July 18, 1912, Assistant Chief Commissioner Seott presiding. Counsel appeared for 
the applicants and for the railway companies and others directly interested. No- 
action was taken on that occasion, the matter standing for sixty days to enable th : 
railway companies to file their answers. Subsequently, the matter again came befor 
the Board at a sittings held in Winnipeg on November 11, the Chief Commissione 
presiding, when it again stood over to enable counse! for the Winnipeg Board o 
Trade Grain Exchange, to put in, within thirty days, their reply to the answers filed 
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by the railway companies. On February 6, 1913, a circular letter was issued stating 
that the Board would-take up the question of reciprocal demurrage and its suggested 
application to Canada, at a sittings of the Beard to be held in Ottawa, April 15, 1918. 
Pending the hearing on April 15, the Board issued the following circular under date 
of March 18, 1913 :— 

Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, March 13, 1913. 


File 8775-1. Reciproeal Demurrage. 
Supplement No. 1, to Circular No. 106. 


I am directed by the Board to request that all Boards of Trade, trade asso- 
ciations, and shippers who are interested in the hearing by the Board at Ottawa, 
April 15 next, of the question of the suggested application of so-called “ Recipro- 
cal Demurrage” in Canada, and have made complaints or representations to 
the Board in connection therewith, file with the Board, on or before March 25 
next, full particulars of the alleged delays, or irregularities, upon which their 
complaints are based; these particulars to include car numbers, car initials, 
commodity, dates of shipment and arrival, points of shipment and destination, 
and name or names, of the carrier, or carriers, together with facts pertinent to 
the said complaints. . 

A copy of such statement of particulars should be forwarded by the same 
mail to Mr. W. H. Biggar, general counsel, G.T.R., Montreal; Mr. E. W. Beatty, 
general soncitor, C.P.R., Montreal;-or Mr. R. H. M. Temple, assistant solicitor, 
O.N.R., Toronto; as the case may be, where either of these three companies 
is concerned. 

If the complaint is against any other railway, the copy should be forwarded 
to Mr. J. E. Duval, manager, Canadian Car Service Bureau, Montreal, P.Q. 

By order of the Board, 

A. D. ‘CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


The question is one in which a large number of boards of Trade, as well as rail- 
Way companies are interested, and the Board expresses the hope that all parties 
will be in-a position to proceed with the matter on April 15,,so that a final decision 
may be arrived at, at an early date. 


REGULATIONS FOR THE PREVENTION OF FIKES. 


The question of the prescribing of regulations for the prevention of fire generally, 
eame before the Board in connection with the application of the Lands Department 
of the Government of British Columbia for an order regulating the operation of rai- 
way locomotives within the province, having regard to the spreading of fire upon lands 
adjoining the railway companies rights of way. At sittings held in Toronto, on the 30th 
of April, 1912, and Ottawa, May 13, 1912, the matter came up before the Board for 
final discussion, in the presence of counsel for the province of British Columbia, the 
Canadian Pacific Railway, the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway, the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way, and the Canadian Northern Railway Companies, the Conservation Commission, 
and the Canadian Forestry Association, the Dominion Forestry Reserves being also 
represented. In pursuance of the hearing, the Board, on May 22, issued a general 
order dealing with the matter as follows :— 
; Order No. 16570. 

Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in the city 
of Toronto on April 30, 1912, the Government of the Province of British Columbia, 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, the Grand Trunk Pacific, the Grand Trunk 

20e—6 , 


82 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS OR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 7914 


and the Canadian Northern Railway Companies, the Conservation Commission and the 

Canadian Forestry Association being represented by counsel at the hearing, the 

Dominion Forestry Reserves also being represented, and what was alleged; and upon — 

the reading of what has been filed on behalf of the interests affected, and in pursuance 

of all the powers conferred upon the Board by sections 30 and 269 of the Railway Act 

and all other powers, possessed by it in that behalf. 
It is ordered as follows :— 


1. Order No. 3245, dated July 4, 1907; order No. 3465, dated August 14, 1907; 
order No. 8903, dated December 15, 1909; and order No. 15999, dated February 16, 
1912, be, and they are hereby rescinded. . 

2. Until further order, every railway subject to the legislative authority of the 
Parliament of Canada, under construction, or being operated by steam, shall, unless 
exempted by a special order of the Board, cause every locomotive engine used on the 
said railway, or portion of railway, being constructed or operated by it, to be fitted 
and kept fitted with netting mesh as hereinafter set forth, namely :— 

(a) On every engine equipped with an extension smoke box, the mesh shall not 
be larger than 2} by 23 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge, and shall be placed 
in the smoke box so as to extend completely over the aperture through which the smoke 
ascends, the openings of the said mesh not to exceed a quarter of an inch and one 
sixty-fourth (that is, seventeen sixty-fourths) of am inch to the square. 

(6) On every engine equipped with a diamond stack, the mesh shall be not more 
than 3 by 3 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge, and shall be placed at the 
flare of the diamond of the stack, so as to cover the same completely, the openings ot 
the said mesh not to exceed three-sixteenths and one sixty-fourth (that is, thirteen 
sixty-fourths) of an inch to the square. 

3. Every such railway company shall cause :— 


(a) The openings of the ash-pans on every locomotive engine used on the rail- 
way, or portion of railway, operated or being constructed by it, to be covered, when 
practicable, with heavy sheet iron dampers; and, if not practicable, with screen net- 
ting dampers 24 by 23 per inch of No. 10 Birmingham wire gauge—such dampers to 
be fastened either by a heavy spring or by a split cotter and pins—or by such other 
method as may be approved by the Board. 

(6) Overflow pipes from lifting injectors, or from water pipes from injector- 
delivery pipe, or from boiler, to be put into the front and back part of the ash pans 
and used from the first day of April to the first day of November, or during such por- 
tion of this period as the Board may prescribe, for wetting ash pans. d 

4, Every such railway company shall provide inspectors at terminal or divisional 
points where its locomotive engines are housed and repaired; and cause them, in 
addition to the duties to which they may be assigned by the officials of the railway 
companies in charge of such terminal or divisional points :— 

(2) To examine, at least once a week— 


(1) The nettings; 

(2) Dead plates; 

(3) Ash pans; 

(4) Dampers; 

(5) Slides; and 

(6) Any other fire-protective appliance or appliances used on any and a 
engines running into the said terminal or divisional points. 


(b) To keep a record of every inspection in a book to be furnished by the railwa 
company for the purpose, showing— 
(1) The numbers of the engines inspected ; 
(2) The date and hour of day of such inspection; 
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(3) The condition of the said fire-protective appliances and arrangements ; 
and 

(4) A record of repairs made in any of the above mentioned fire-protective 
appliances. 


The said book to be open for inspection by the chief fire inspector or other author- 
ized officer of the Board. 

(¢) In case any of the said fire-protective appliances in any locomotive are 
found to be defective, said locomotive shall be removed from service, and shall not 
(during said prescribed period) be returned to service, unless and until such defects 
are remedied. 

(@) Every such railway company shall also appoint one or more special inspec- 
tors, as may be needed, whose duties shall be to make an independent examination 
of the fire-protective appliances on all the locomotives of such company, at least once 
each month, and report the conditions of such fire-protective appliances direct to the 
chief mechanical officer of the railway company, or other chief officer, held responsible 
for the condition of the motive power of the said company. 

5. Any authorized officer of the Board shall have power to inspect at any time 
any and all locomotives, and may remove from service any locomotive which is found 
to be defective in the said-fire-protective appliances; and any such locomotive so 
removed from service, shall not (during the said prescribed period) be returned to 
service, unless and until such defects are remedied. 

6. No employee of any such railway company shall :— 


(@) Do, or in any way cause, damage to the netting on the engine smoke- eae 
or to the netting in the front end of such engine; 

(6) Open the back dampers of such engine atts running ahead, or the front 
dampers while running tender first; 

(c) Or otherwise do or cause: denise or injury to any of the fire-protective appli- 
ances on the said engine. 

7. No such railway company shall permit fire, live coals, or ashes, to be deposited 
upon its tracks or right of way outside of the yard limits, unless they are extinguished 
immediately thereafter. 

8. No such railway company shall burn lignite coal on its locomotive engines as 
fuel for transportation purposes unless otherwise ordered by the Board—lignite coal 
consisting of and including all varieties of coal between peat and bituminous, with 
a carbon-hydrogen ratio of 11-2 or less, such ratio being based on analysis of air-dried 
coal. 

9. Every such railway company shall establish and maintain fire-guards along 
the route of its railway as the chief fire inspector may prescribe. The nature, extent, 
establishment, and maintenance of such fire-guards shall be determined as follows :— 

(4) The chief fire inspector shall each year prepare and submit to every such rail- 
Way company a statement of the measures necessary for establishing and maintaining 
the routes of such railways in a condition safe from fire, so far as may be practicable. 

(6) Said measures may provide for the cutting and disposal by fire, or otherwise, 
of all or any growth of an inflammable character, and the burning or other disposal 
of debris and litter, on a strip of sufficient width on one or both sides of the track; 
the ploughing or digging of land in strips of sufficient width on one or both sides of 
the track; and such other work as may, under the existing local conditions and at 
reasonable expense, tend to reduce to a minimum the occurrence and spread of fire. 

(c) Said statements of the chief fire inspector shall be so arranged as to deal with 
and prescribe measures for each separate portion of such railway upon and adjacent 
to which the fire risk calls for specific treatment. The intention shall be to adjust 
the protective measures to the local conditions and to make the expense proportionate 
to the fire risk and the possible damage. 
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(d) Said statements of the chief fire inspector shall prescribe dates on or within 
which the foregoing protective measures shall be commenced and completed, and the 
fire-guards maintained in a clean and safe condition. 

(e) No such railway company shall permit its employees, agents or contractors 
to enter upon land under cultivation to construct fire-guards, without the consent of 
the owner or occupant of such land. 

(f) Whenever the owner or occupant of such land objects to the construction of 
fire-guards, on the ground that the said construction would involve unreasonable loss 
or damage to property, the company shall at once refer the matter to the Board, giving 
full particulars thereof, and shall in the meantime refrain from proceeding with the 
work. 

(9) No agent, employee, or contractor of any such railway company, shall permit 
gates to be left open or to cut or leave fences down whereby stock or crops may be 
injured. or do any other unnecessary damage to property, in the construction of fire- 
guards. 

10. In carrying out the provisions of section 297 of the Railway Act, which 
enacts that “the company shall at all times maintain and keep its right of way free 
from dead or dry grass, weeds, and other unnecessary combustible matter,” no such 
railway company or its agents, employees, or contractors shall, between the first day of 
April and the first day of November, burn, or cause to be burned, any ties, cuttings, 
debris, or litter upon or near its right of way, except under such supervision as 
will prevent such fires from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. The chief fire 
inspector or other authorized officer of the Board may requine that no such burning 
be done along specified portions of the line of any such railway, except with the 
written permission or under the direction of the chief fire inspector or other author- 
ized officer of the Board. 

11. The railway company shall provide and maintain a force of: fire-rangers fit and 
sufficient for efficient patrol and fire-fighting duty during the period from the first 
day of April to the flrst day of November of each year; and the methods of such force 
shall be subject to the supervision and direction of the chief fire inspector or other 
authorized officer of the Board. 

12. The chief fire inspector shall, each year, prepare and submit to each and every 
railway company a statement of the measures such railway companies shall take for 
the establishment and maintenance of said specially organized force. Said statements - 
among other matters may provide for— 

(a) The number of men to be employed on the said force, their location and 
general duties and the methods and frequency of the patrol; 

(b) The acquisition and location of necessary equipment for transporting the said 
force from place to place, and the acquisition and distribution of suitable fire-fighting 
tools; and 

(c) Any other measures which are considered by him to be essential for the 
‘mmediate control of fire and may be adopted at reasonable expense. : 

3. Whenever and while all the locomotive engines used upon any such railway; 
or any portion of it, burn nothing but oil as fuel, during the aforesaid prescribed 
period, under such eonditions as the Board may approve, the Board will relieve the 
said railway of such portions of these regulations as may seem to it safe and expedient. 

14. The sectionmen and other employees, agents and contractors of every such 
railway company shall take measures to report and extinguish fires on or near the right 
of way, as follows :— 7 

(a) Conductors, engineers or trainmen who discover or receive notice of the 
existence and location of a fire burning upon-sor near the right of way, or of a fire 
which threatens land adjacent to the right of way, shall report the same to the agent or 
persons in charge at the next point at which there shall be communication by telegrap : 

or telephone, and to the -first section employees passed. Notice of such fire shall be 
also given immediately by a system of warning whistles. ? 
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(b) It shall be the duty of the agent or person so informed to notify immediately 
the nearest forest officer and the nearest section employees of the railway, of the 
existence and location of such fire . 

(ce) When fire is discovered, presumably started by the railway, such sectionmen 
or other employees of the railway as are available shall either independently or at the 
request of any authorized forest officer proceed to the fire immediately and take action 
to extingnish it; provided such sectionmen or other employees are not at the time 
engaged in labours immediately necessary to the safety of trains. 

(d) In ease the sectionmen or other employees available are not a sufficient force 
to extinguish the fire promptly, the railway company shall, either independently or 
at the request of any authorized forest officer, employ such other labourers as may be 
necessary to extinguish the fire; and as soon as a sufficient number of men, other than 
the sectionmen and regular employees are obtained, the sectionmen and other regular 
employees shall be allowed to resume their regular duties. 

Note.-- Any fire starting or burning within 300 feet of the railway track, shall be 
presumed to have started from the railway, unless proof to the contrary is furnished. 

15. Fvery such railway company shall give particular instructions to its employees 
in relation to the foregoing regulations, and shall cause appropriate notices to be poste 
at all stations along its line of railway. 

16. Every such railway company allowing or permitting the violation of, or in 
any respect, contravening or failing to obey any of the foregoing regulations, shall, in 
addition to any other liability which the said company may have incurred, be subject 
to a penalty of one hundred dollars for every such offence. 

17. If any employee or any person included in the said regulations, fails or 
neglects to obey the same, or any of them, he shall, in addition to any other liability 
which he may have incurred, be subject to a penalty of twenty-five dollars for every 
such offence. 

D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 


This order was printed and widely circulated, being sent to all railways subject 
to the Board’s jurisdiction. Subsequently, in pursuance of a report of the Board’s 
chief fire inspector, a circular was prepared under date of February 22, 1918, dealing 
with the proposed amendment of clause 15, in the said order No. 16570. 

The following was the circular issued :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canap a, Feb. 22, 1918. 


Circular No. 108. 


File 4741—Part 3. fe instructions to employees 
regarding fire protection under order No. 
16570. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed by the Board to inform you that it has under con- © 
sideration the amendment of regulation 15 of order No. 16570, to read as 
follows :— 


Every such railway company shall give particular instructions to its 
employees in relation to the foregoing regulations, and shall cause such 
instructions to be posted and maintained at all stations, terminals and 
section houses along its lines of railway. Said instructions to employees 
shall also be included in the employees’ time tables in use between April 1 
and November 1 of each year. As to lines or portions of lines where in its 
judgment the fire danger is not material, the Board may, upon application, 
waive the requirements as to the posting of public notices and the inclusion 
of special instructions in employees time tables. 
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. 


T am further directed to request that you submit to the Board in writing, 
within thirty days, any statement you may desire to make in this matter. 

There is enclosed a tentative draft of instructions which may be used, if 
desired as a basis for the preparation of special instructions to employees, as 
required in said regulation 15 of order No. 16570. The issuance of these 
particular instructions is not prescribed. It is, however, considered essential 
that the instructions to be issued shall embody, the substance of regulations 6, 
7, 10, 14, and 17 of order No. 16570. : 


Yours truly, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


WORKING INSTRUCTIONS IN CONNECTION WITH ORDER No. 16,570 OF 
THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA, DATED 
MAY 22, 1912. 


To Enginemen, Conductors, Brakemen and Firemen: 

It shall be the duty of train and engine crews on freight and passenger trains, 
when discovering a fire on or adjoining the right of way of the railway company, to 
stop and use every effort to extinguish such fire. In the event of this being impracti- 
cable, either by reason of the extent of the fire or its distance from the right of way, 
the train shall proceed to the first telegraph station, where the conductor shall wire a 
report to the superintendent, giving the exact location of the fire, and the action 
taken by engine and train crews concerning same. It shall also be the duty of engine- 
men to stop and notify the first section gang passed, regarding any fire not 
extinguished as above. 

No employee shall do or cause damage or injury to any of the fire-protective 
appliances on any engine; open the back dampers of any engine while running ahead, 
or the front dampers while running tender first; or permit fire, live coals, or ashes to 
be deposited on tracks or rights of way outside of yard limits, unless the same are 
extinguished immediately thereafter. 


To Agents: 

Enginemen and conductors of all trains have received instructions to report fire” 
alone the right of way and adjacent thereto, and it shall be your duty to notify the 
local fire inspector of the railway Commission immediately, giving the exact location 
of the fire and its extent, and forthwith wire the superintendent, giving the location of 
the fire, the extent of the same, and any other information which may be of value, 
particularly as to the number of men needed to extinguish the fire. 


To Roadmasters, Assistant Roadmasters, Master Carpenters, and other Officials: 
In cases where fires are reported, it shall be the duty of any division official to 
- proceed to the scene of the fire as quickly as possible and take charge of the work of 
fire fighting until he can be relieved by the Division Roadmaster. The man first on 
the ground should organize his men to do the best work possible; and, when this is 
done, he should immediately proceed to investigate the origin of the fire, and fix the 
location where it started; get statements.from all witnesses, and make every effort 
to learn the origin and fix the responsibility. The law, as now interpreted, practi- 
eally makes this company responsible for fires starting within three hundred feet 
of the track, unless it can be shown that the company is not responsible. It is neces- 
sary, therefore, to determine positively the origin, in order to relieve the railway com- 
pany of the responsibility... The first officer on the ground should endeavour to hold 
a joint investigation with the local fire inspector of the Railway Commission, or othe 


seer forestry officer, and agree upon the origin of the fire. This will avoid disput 
ater on. 
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To Chief Dispatchers: 


@ 

In all cases where fires are reported, it will be the duty of the dispatcher to get 
full mformation as to the extent of such fire, its location, and the number of men 
necessary to fight it. It will also be the duty of the dispatcher to furnish whatever 
train service may be required to move extra gangs, section gangs, or bridge crews, to 
the fire immediately, giving this movement preference if the emergency requires it. 


To Sectionmen, Extra Gangs, and Bridge Foremen: 


In all cases where fire occurs, it shall be the duty of all section crews, extra 
gangs and bridge crews to proceed immediately to such fires, and extinguish same, 
remaining as long as may be necessary to do this: and it must be understood that 
this is the most important work that can be done, and that the carrying out of your 
work, though it may be important, must be set aside until the fire is extinguished. 
The section foreman on whose section the fire occurs, shall, in the absence of an 
official of the company, make a thorough investigation regarding the origin of the 
fire, and submit a full report to the roadmaster. 

Between April 1 and November 1, no ties, cuttings, debris, or litter upon or 
near the right of way shall be burned, except under such supervision as will prevent 
such fire from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. Officers of the Railway 
Commission may require that no such burning be done along specified portions of the 
line, except with the written permission or under the direction of such officer. 


Penalty—(Reg. 17, Order 16870) : 


‘If any employee or other person included in the said regulations, fails or 
neglects to obey the same, or any of them, he shall, in addition to any other liability 
which he may have incurred, be subject to a penalty of twenty-five dollars for every 
such offence.’ 

As soon as replies are received to the circular the matter will come before the 
Board for further consideration. 


FLAG STATIONS. 


The Board has already dealt with this question by order No. 9160, dated January 
6, 1910, which has been in force, as the date would indicate, a matter of some three 
years. The question, however, of whether or not a reduction should be made in the 
amount fixed by subsection four of the said order having been raised, the following 
circular was sent out under date of February 4, 1913, to all railway companies subject 
to the Board’s jurisdiction :-- 


Boarp oF Ry. Com. ror Canapa, February 4, 1913. 
Circular No. 105. 
File 4205, Case 871, Flag Station. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the Board 
to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, March 4, 1913, all railway companies subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Board will be required to show cause why clause 4 
of the Board’s Flag Station Order No. 9160, dated January 6, 1910, should not 
be amended so that the average earnings referred to in line 5 of said clause be 
$12,000, instead of $15,000, as at present. 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CartwricuHt, 
Secretary. 


At the hearing referred to on March 4, 1913, after hearing counsel for the railway 
i companies most directly interested, the Board decided to allow the order, as at present 
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in force to stand, but at the same time requested that certain information be furnished 
by the railway companies to the Board, and accordingly the following circular was 


issued :— 
Boarp or Ry. Com. For Canapa, April 1, 1913. 


Supplement No. 1 to Circular No. 105. 
File 4205, Case 871, re Flag Stations. 


Dear Sir—This matter came up for hearing at a sittings of the Board at 
Ottawa, Tuesday, March 4, when railway companies were required to show 
cause why clause 4 of the Board’s Flag Station Order No. 9160, dated January 
6, 1910, should not be amended so that the average earnings referred to in line 
5 of said clause be $12,000 instead of $15,000, as at present. 

The Board desires the following statistical information in connection with 
this matter :— 

(1.) A statement of the stations where agents were put in in the year 1912 
by the railway companies of their own volition. 

(2.) A statement as to the amount of trattic, both freight and passenger, 
at each such station when the agent was installed. 

(3.) Information as to the number of passengers, if possible, and also ecar- 
load business as distinguished from L.C.L., showing the comparative re as 
well as the income arising therefrom. 

Will you please see that this information is obtained and forwarded to me 
without delay... 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CartwricHt, 
Secretary. 


As soon as replies have been received to this circular the matter will again come 
before the Board for consideration. 


HIGHWAY CROSSING SIGNALS. 


This matter has already been under the consideration of the Board, and an order 
was issued dated February 7, 1911, (order No. 12915) dealing with the question of 
specifications for the installation of electric bell signals at highway crossings. The 
matter has been the subject of further consideration at the hands of the Board’s 
electrical engineer and its chief engineer, who have recommended certain changes in 
the said general order No. 12915. The Board, having given the matter further 
consideration, decided to issue a new order superseding general order No. 12915, and 
the following order was issued and sent to all railways subject to the Board’s juris- 
diction :— 

General Order No. 96. Filé No. 15382. 

It is Ordered: 


1. That until further notice the specifications for signals at highway crossings 
are and shall be as follows :— 


Post——The signal must be placed upon a post of suitable structural material. 
If the post is made of wood, it must be of sound timber not less than 8 by 8 inches 
and 18 feet long, and shall be firmly set in the ground to a depth of four feet. If it is 
made of iron or steel, it shall be not less than 4 inches in diameter, shall extend at 
least twelve feet above the ground, and shall be firmly bolted to a concrete or other 
foundation constructed below the frost line. 


Bell.—A bell which shall emit a clear, loud volume of sound under all weather 
conditions must be used. 
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Sign.—A sign shall be placed on the same post as the bell with the word ‘ danger’ 
upon it in letters not less than 6 inches in length, to be illuminated, so as to be plainly 
visible after sunset. There may be added to the post, if so desired, the railway 
crossing sign provided for by section 248 of the Railway Act. 

Operation—The bell and the illumination of the sign shall be controlled and 
operated automatically by the approach of trains, in such manner that only approach- 
ing trains shall operate the signal. 

2. That any order of the Board providing for installation of a highway crossing 
signal and referring to “Standard specifications for highway crossing signals” be 
deemed as intended as a reference to the specifications herein approved and adopted. 

3. That the said “Standard specifications for highway crossing signals” come 
into force the day of the date of this order, and apply to all highway crossing signals 
hereafter installed. 

4. That the general order of the Board No. 12915, dated February 7, 1911, approv- 
ing specifications for the installation of electric bell signals at highway crossings, be, 
and it is hereby, rescinded. : 

DARCY SCOTT, 


Asssitant Chief Commissioner. 


LOCOMOTIVE ENGINES IN INTERNATIONAL TRAFFIC. 


_ In connection with the handling of engines engaged in international traftic, the 

» Board, having had the matter under the consideration of its operating officers, decided 

to issue a circular to the railways under the Board’s jurisdiction, calling attention to 

certain requirements of the Board in regard to United States’ engines running in 
international service. The following is the circular issued :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Orrawa, May 29, 1912. 


Circular No. 88. 
File 16518, Part 3, Locomotive 
Engines in international traffic. 


In view of the requirements of the Interstate Commerce Commission as 
regards the handling and eare of locomotive boilers being uniform with require- 
ments of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada, it has been decided 
that the following be the requirements of this Board regarding United States 
engines running in international service: 


1. That the condition of the locomotive be such as to permit its opera- 
tion under the boiler inspection rules approved by the Board of Railway 
Commissioners for Canada. 

2. That a copy of form No. 1, or form No. 2, as required by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission rules and regulations, properly filled out, be 
placed under glass in the cab of the locomotive. 

) 3. That not less than once each month, and within ten days after each 
inspection a report on inspection form No. 1, be filed with the chief operat- 
ing officer of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 

4. That a specification ‘card, as called for by the rules and regulations 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission, be filed with the chief operating 

| officer of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 

5. That on withdrawal of a locomotive from operation in Canada, a 
notification card be sent to the chief operating officer of the Board of Rail- 
way Commisioners for Canada; such notification card not to relieve the 
railway company from making inspections, test, ete., and filing reports 
covering the period during which such engine operates in Canada. 
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6. That monthly and annual reports which are filed with the chief 
operating officer of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada be on 
forms as required by the Unnited States locomotive boiler inspection rules 
or forms required by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CartwricHtT, 
Secretary. 


HEATING OF PASSENGER CARS. 4 

The question of thé heating of passenger cars is one that was brought to the 

attention of the Board in connection with complaints filed with it in this respect 

against certain railway companies, and the Board, at the suggestion of its chief operat- 

ing officer, issued on June 11, 1912, the following circular to all railway companies 
subject to its jurisdiction :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Orrawa, June 11, 1912. 
Circular No. 90. 
File 19996, Heating of Passenger Cars. 


You are hereby requested to prepare and forward to the Board within 
sixty days of the receipt of this circular, a statement showing the number of 
passenger cars on your system heated by stoves, and to what service assigned. 

By order of the Board. 


A. D. CarTwricHt, 
Secretary. 


The Board expects that the information furnished in reply to this circular will be 
useful to its officials in dealing with future complaints that may be filed with it. 


S 


SIGNALS AT HIGHWAY CROSSINGS. 


The Board’s attention having been called by its operating department to the 
failure of enginemen to whistle for crossings as required by sections 274 and 392 of 5 
the Railway Act, the following circular, dated June 20, 1912, was issued to all railway — 
companies subject to the Board’s jurisdiction :— 


Circular No. 91. 
Signals at Highway Crossings, File 19887. 
It has been brought to the Board’s attention that section 274 of the Railway — 
Act, quoted herewith, is not in every instance being complied with by engine- 


a 
ie : 
; 


: 
@ 
Boarp oF Ry. Com. ror Canapa, OTTAWA,:-June 20, 1912. | 


Section 274.—“ When any train is approaching a highway crossing at 
rail level the engine whistle shall be sounded at least eighty rods before 
reaching such crossing, and the bell shal! be rung continuously from the 
time of the sounding of the whistle until the engine has crossed such high- 
way. 

“(2) This section shall not apply to trains approaching such crossing 
within the limits of cities or towns where municipal by-laws are in force 
prohibiting such sounding of the whistle and ringing of the bell.” 


Non-compliance with the above-mentioned section of the Act is a serious 
matter, and unless action is taken by your company to insure the law being ~ 
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complied with, the Board will be compelled to take action under section 391 of 
the Act, reading as follows :— 


Section. 891.—“ The company shall incur a penalty of eight dollars if, 


when any train of the company is approaching a highway crossing at rail 
level— 


“ (a) the engine whistle is not sounded at least eighty rods before reach- 
ing such crossing; and 

“(b) the bell is not rung continuously from the time of the sounding of 
the whistle until the engine has crossed the highway. 


“ (2) The company shall also be liable for all damage sustained by any 
person by reason of any failure or neglect to so sound the whistle or ring 
the bell. 

“(3) This section shall not apply to trains approaching such cross- 
ings within the limits of cities or towns where municipal by-laws are in 
force prohibiting such sounding of the whistle and ringing of the bell.” 


By order of the Board. 
A. D. Cartwricut, 
Secretary. 


The Board expresses the hope that the circular will have the desired effect of 
causing the enginemen to pay close attention to the requirements of the Railway Act 
in this important particular. The Board feels that every precaution should be taken 
in this respect to prevent the possibility of accidents at level crossings. 


Re Motor Cars. 


Complaint having been made to the Board that motor cars on railways were not 
furnished with whistles or bells, the Board, on October 2, 1912, issued the following 
circular to all railway companies subject to its jurisdiction :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, October 2, 1912. 
Circular No. 92. File 20350, Re Motor Cars. 


Dear Sir,— I am. directed to ask that you advise me within thirty (30) 
days from the date of this circular, how many motor cars your company has in 
use, showing the weight and speed of each car. 

Yours truly, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Practically all of the railway companies have filed replies to the circular, which 
are now on file with the Board for future reference and for any action that the Board 
may deem desirable in connection with this matter. 


EQUIPMENT OF ELECTRIC CARS WITH AIR BRAKES. 


This matter is one that has on a previous occasion engaged the attention of the 
Board. Order No. 10462, dated May 38, 1910, was issued directing that on or before 
June 1, 1911, all electric railway companies under the Board’s jurisdiction should 
equip their rolling stock as therein specified with power brakes to be approved by the 
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Board, in addition to hand brakes and proper standing appliances. The time within 
which the work should be completed was extended until February 1, 1912. 

Subsequently on November 6, 1912, at the suggestion of the Board’s operating 
department, the following circular was sent to all electric railway companies subject 
to the Board’s jurisdiction :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Orrawa, Nov. 6, 1912. 


Cireular No. 95. 
File 9610.—Equipment of Electric Cars with 
Air Brakes. 


T am directed to ask that all electric railway companies subject to its 
jurisdiction, furnish the Board with a statement showing the condition ot 
their equipment at present, so far as power brakes are concerned. 

By Order of the Board, 
A. D. CartwricHt, 
Secretary. 


When information is received from all the companies the matter will receive 
further consideration at the hands of the Board. 


LOCATION OF EMERGENCY VALVE ON PASSENGER EQUIPMENT. 


The Board’s chief operating officer having called attention to the fact that there 
was no uniform nor standard place where the emergency valve in passenger equipment 
on railways might be found, and suggesting the standardizing of the position of the 
emergency valve as being one of considerable importance. The Board, on December 
27, 1912, issued the following circular :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, December 27, 1912. 
Circular No. 101. 
File 21174, Location of Emergency Valve on 
Passenger Equipment. 


Dear Sir—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the Board 
to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, January 7, 1913, the Board will consider the 
advisability of standardizing the position of the emergency valve on passenger 
equipment in use by steam railways subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. 

By Order of the Board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


The matter came before the Board for consideration at its sittings held in Ottawa 
on January 7, 1913, in the presence of counsel for the leading railway corporations 
and the Board decided, after hearing full discussion in the matter, not to take any — 
action. 


SHARP FLANGE WHEELS ON LOCOMOTIVES AND TENDERS. 


The inspector of the Board’s operating department having reported a number 
of locomotives with sharp flange wheels, and the Board being of the opinion that 
more attention should be given by officials of railway companies to the inspection of 
wheels, the following cireular was issued, in accordance with the report of the Board’s” 
chief operating officer :— 
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Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, January 18, 1913. 
Circular No. 102. 


SHARP FLANGE WHEELS ON LOCOMOTIVES AND TENDERS. 


The Board’s inspectors are reporting quite a number of locomotives in 
service with sharp flanges on wheels of both locomotives and tenders, flanges 
in many instances being worn down to and below the Master Car Builders’ 
standard allowance gauge. 

Some of these locomotives are running on fast passenger trains; and 
while it is expected that freight cars may sometimes be found with flanges on 
wheels in the condition described above, it does not seem reasonable or safe 
to allow locomotives in service with wheel flanges worn so badly that they 
would rot be accepted on cars at interchange points. 

The Board would therefore urge upon you the importance of issuing to 
those in charge of the motive power on your lines of railway such instructions 
as will ensure change of wheels before flanges are so badly worn as to come 
under the M.C.B. standard defect gauge. 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CartwricHt, 
Secretary. 


The Board trusts that this circular will have the desired effect, and do away 
with cause for further complaint in this connection. 


INJURIES TO ENGINEMEN THROUGH DERAILMENT WHILE RUNNING 
ENGINES TENDER FIRST. 


‘ 


The attention of the Board having been called by its chief operating officer to 
the number of injuries to enginemen, in some cases fatal, due to engines being derailed 
while running tender first, and considering the matter as one calling for serious 
consideration by the Board, the Board issued, under date of January 3, 1918, the 
following circular in the matter :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, January 3, 1913. 
Circular No. 108. ° le 
File 21173. Injuries to Enginemen through Derail- 
ment while running engine tender first. 


The Board has been impressed with the number of injuries to enginemen 
(in some eases fatal) apparently due to engines being run tender first at 
excessive rates of speed; and hence the Board directs that all steam railways 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Board issue instructions requiring that 
engines running tender first “other than suburban tank engines equipped 
with pilot on tender,” shall not exceed a speed of twenty miles per hour, and 
that a copy of such instructions be filed with the Board. 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


This circular was sent to all railway companies subject to the Board’s hese 
tion. The Board has received a large number of replies in response to ca saic 
circular, enclosing copies of instructions issued to railway companies employees 
in accordance therewith. es ie reer 

Tt should be stated that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had airead; 

=, C 0 +7. af , 1 ‘ei or 

issued in this connection a circular regulating the speed. of engines while running 
4 C 
tender first, under date of November 11, 1912. 
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PROTECTION TO CAR REPAIRERS WHILE AT WORK ON REPAIR 
TRACKS. ’ 


The Board’s attention having been directed by the chief operating officer to the 
fact that a number of accidents.have occurred to car repairers while engaged in repair- 
ing tracks, and the allegation having been made in each ease investigated, that the car 
repairers took the necessary precaution to protect themselves by setting out a blue 
flag, the Board decided, with the end in view of protecting ear repairers, to send out 
the following circular, so that the matter might be fully discussed at a meeting of the 


Board :— 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, November 12, 1912. 


Circular No. 98. ‘ 


File 20847. Protection to car repairers while at 
work on repair tracks. 


The Board’s attention has been called to several accidents which have ~ 
recently taken place wherein car repairers have met with serious injury while 
working on repair tracks, and I am directed to state that all railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Board will at the sittings to be held in Ottawa 
on Tuesday, December 3, 1912, be called upon to speak to the question of provid- 
ing more efficient protection to car repairers working on repair tracks and to 
ask the companies to be prepared with suggestions and for general discussion 
of the question on that date. ; ; 


By order of the Board. i 
A. D. Carrwricut, 
Secretary. 


The matter accordingly came up for discussion at the sittings of the Board on 
the 8rd of December in Ottawa, in the presence of representatives for the railway 
employees and counsel for the railway companies interested, and the Board, after 
hearing all parties, reserved judgment. On the 9th of January the Board issued the 
following circular letter to all railway companies subject to its jurisdiction :— 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, January 138, 1913. 
Supplement No. 1 to Circular No. 98. 


File 20847. Protection to car repairers while at 
work on repair tracks. 


I am directed by the Board to ask that railway companies subject to the 
Board’s jurisdiction file, within sixty days, a statement giving the name of 
each point at which ear repairers are located, and explaining the manner in 
which car repair tracks at such points are now protected. 


By order of the Board. 


A. D. CarrwricHT, 
Secretary. 


In response to this circular a number of replies have been received from 
the railway companies. The further consideration of the matter by the Board’s operat- 
ing department resulted in the Board’s sending out the following circular under date 
of the 17th of March :— 
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se Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, March 17, 1913. 
Supplement No. 2 to Circular No. 98. 
File 20847. Protection to car repairers. 


Dear Sir,—This matter was the subject of a general discussion at a sittings 
of the Board held at Ottawa on December 3 last. 

The present practice of using a flag for protection purposes is considered 
very unsatisfactory and a simple device, as set forth in the attached diagram, 
has been suggested for use. This could be made of light steel, or wood, made 
so as to fold up, and when opened up can hang on the ladder rungs by hooks, 
as shown by sketch “A” on the sketch. The disk could project eighteen inches 
beyond the car and be ten inches in depth, with a hook on the bottom side for 
hanging a lantern for night use. This disk would not be subject to the caprice 
of the wind as a flag would, and would be readily discernable for the full length 
of any ordinary train. Furthermore, as it can be so easily applied, there will be 
no excuse for failure of employees to neglect its use. 

The Board will be glad if the railway companies will give this suggestion 
careful consideration and let the Board have their views thereon as early as 
possible. ; 

Yours truly, 
A. D. CartwricHT, 
Secretary. 


As soon as replies have been received to the above circular, the matter will then 
_come before the Board for further consideration. 


PROTECTION OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES. 


| As already stated, this is a matter that has received previous attention at the 
hands of the Board, and in connection with which an order has been issued under 
date of November 9, 1910 (Order No. 12225). 

In connection with clause 1 of subsection d of section 8 of this order, the Board’s 
operating department being of the opinion that in a good many cases the order has 
not been complied with, the Board, under date of December 3, 1912, decided to issue 
the following circular :— 

. Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, December 3, 1912. 
Circular No. 100. 
File 1750.18—Order No. 12225. 
Protection of railway employees. 


I am directed by the Board to call the attention of the railway companies 
subject to its jurisdiction, to the requirements of clause 1, sub-section “ d, 
section 8, of order No. 12225, whereby— 


“ Semaphores, signals, poles, or high or intermediate switchstands shall, 
within two years from the date of this order (November 9, 1910) be either 
removed or changed so that the same shall not be nearer than six feet from 
the gauge side of the nearest rail; or high and intermediate switchstands 
shall be changed to low or dwarf switchstands;” 

and to ask that you advise, within thirty days of the receipt of this circular, 
what action has been taken towards carrying out the said order of the Board. 
By order of the Board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


A number of replies have been filed in response to this circular, and the matter 
is now receiving the attention of the Board. 
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JUDGMENTS OF THE BOARD. pe 
The summary of the principal judgments of the Board prepared by the law clerk, 
Mr. A. G. Blair, will be found under Appendix “ C.” 


ROUTINE WORK OF THE BOARD. 


RECORD DEPARTMENT. 


Since the publication of the last Annual Report of the Board the following 
additions havé been made to the clerical staff of this department: J. P. Carruthers, 
F. A. Edwards, and J. V. Lajoie, clerks. The increase in the staff was rendered 
necessary to keep pace with the increasing work of the Board. <A table is given below 
setting forth the number of applications, informal complaints, filings and letters 
received during the year ending March 31, 1913, together with the number of orders 
issued. 


Number of applications made.. .. . eT Cm EN, eRe oe CN. cutee. SOE 4,842 
se informal complaints made. eh uid ih. whe iota. to Jas ab iey ae tera, SU athe enn aca 909 
Total number of files made during the year wey <p eee ce cele) fe eis eee ets tre 5, ok 
“s PIEVIOUS YEAR) Grob ees fe fees, bale ee Pee, erase en 6,084 

Decrease. ig i MC aC. Ce ton cr lite the 0%. Ut 333 
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Number of Orders issued during the "year. Say werk eae fay OS eos ee 2,785 
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Under Appendix ‘J’ will be found a table classifying the applications, 
complaints, &e., made to the Board under the various sections of the Railway Act, 
compiled by Mr. F. R. Demers, clerk in charge of the Statistical Branch. 


INFORMAL COMPLAINTS. 


Attention is again directed to the number of informal complaints dealt with 
by the Board, of which there were 909 received for the year ending March 31, 1913, as 
compared with 787 for the year ending March 31, 1912, an inerease of 122 for the 
year. A detailed statement of these complaints, disposed of without a formal hearing 
by the Board, will be found under Appendix ‘ A.’ 


GENERAL ORDERS AND CIRCULARS OF THE BOARD. 


Under Appendix ‘L’ will be found the general orders and circulars of the Board, 
issued for the year ending March 31, 1913. In addition to this a pamphlet has been 
prepared by Mr. A. E. ee Det Clerk of the’ Secretary’s Department, 
covering all the general orders and circulars of the Board from its inception to 
November 1, 1912, carefully indexed under subjects and numbers, which it is to be 
hoped will be found useful to all who have occasion to refer to the Board’s general 
orders and circulars. This pamphlet will be revised from time to time as occasion 
requires, 


SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT. 


The following changes have taken place since the publication of the last Annual 
> Ter. > : 
Report in connection with the staff of the Secretary’s Department :— 

Mr. R. W: Empey resigned, his place being filled by the appointment of P. 
Hollington. 
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Mr. R. J. White was transferred to the Fire Inspection Department of the Board, 
Mr. J. Timmins being appointed in his place. 

. Miss E. H. Barber was transferred to the Engineering Department of the Board 
at Calgary, Alta., and the vacancy created was filled by the appointment of Miss Q. 
L. Gamble. 

Miss M. Vaughan was transferred to act as secretary and stenographer to Com- 
“missioner McLean, the vacancy created being filled by the appointment of Mrs. L. 
| Murphy. 
Miss E. MacGuire, who has been temporarily employed by the Board, has been 
permanently taken on the staff. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT. 


In connection with this department, the following changes have taken place 
| during the year :— 
| Mr. C. M. B. Chapman resigned his position on the 31st of December, 1912, the 
| vacancy thus created being filled by the appointment of Mr. A. B. Drum, as clerk, 
under Order in Council, dated February 6, 1913. 
The statement of the freight and passenger tariffs and express schedules filed 
| with the Board between April 1, 1912, and March 31, 1918, will be found in conjunc- 
| tion with the report of the Chief Traffic Officer of the Board under Appendix “ B.” 


| 
i 
| 


ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 


It having been found necessary to employ stenographic help for Assistant Engi- 

| neer A. T. Kerr, stationed at Calgary, Miss E. A. H. Barber was transferred from 

“Ottawa to Calgary. Miss Barber’s services were also required in connection with 
the operating officer of the Board stationed at Calgary. 

: _ The list of examinations and inspections made by the Engineering Department 

during the year ending March 31, 1918, will be found under Appendix “ F.” 


OPERATING DEPARTMENT. 


The Board has found it necessary in connection with the effective carrying on 
of the Operating Department, to make a considerable number of additions to the 
number of inspectors, the work in this department having greatly increased during 

the past year. The following additional appointments were made :— 
: Mr. A. E. Hudson, as locomotive inspector, under Order in Council, dated May 
iis, 1912. 
| Mr. L. D. Gillett, as locomotive inspector, under Order in Council, dated ‘May 
B, 1912. 

Mr. J. Gardner, as locomotive inspector, under Order in Council, dated May 3, 
) 1912. 

Mr. Tiffin Harris, as inspector, under Order in Council, dated May 3, 1912. 

Tt will be noted that the extent of territory covered by the Operating Depart- 
ment is large and that in order to efficiently carry out the work of the department 
‘a large and efficient staff is necessary. The following further additions were made 
to the clerical staff :— 

Mr. T. G. Brittain, as clerk, transferred.from the Record Department of the 
Board. 
| Mr. T. E. Dunsmore, as clerk. 

Mr. GC. M. Parker, as clerk, to fill the vacancy created by the resignation of Mr. 
N. F. O’Connor. 
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Miss M. H. Scroggie, as stenographer, in connection with the Toronto branch 
of the Operating Department. 

The report of the Chief Operating Officer of the Board for the year ending 
March 31, 1912, will be found under Appendix ed te : 


FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 


A special Fire Inspection Department has been organized in connection with the 
Board, following the issuance of order 16570, and as-a result of a co-operative 
arrangement entered into with the Commission of Conservation. On January 1, 
1918, Mr. Clyde Leavitt was appointed chief fire inspector to the Board, by Order 
in Council, he having served temporarily in that capacity since May, 1912. On 
February 6, 1913, Mr. H. C. Johnson was appointed fire inspector, to assist the chief 
fire inspector in supervising the work of the department from the Ottawa office. Mr. 
R. J. White was appointed on the 8rd of February, 1913, chief clerk in the depart- 
ment, he having been transferred from the Secretary's Department. Arrangements 
have also been entered into with the Forestry and Fire Protection branches of the 
Dominion and Provincial Governments whereby certain officials of said Forestry 
and Fire Protection branches have been appointed fire inspectors on the Board’s 
staff, without expense to the Board. ‘The department, as will be readily seen by 
reference to the report of the chief fire inspector under Appendix “ H,” is an import- 
ant one, and the amount of territory covered is very large. This may necessitate 
some further additions to this department of the Board’s staff in order to effectively 
carry on the work of the department. 


OBITUARY. 


Since the publication of the last Annual Report the Board has sustained a great 
loss in the death of the Honourable James Pitt Mabee, K.C., Chief Commissioner, who 
was stricken down with an attack of appendicitis while presiding at a sittings of the 
Board in Toronto, on the 29th of April, 1912, and died after a brief illness, at the 
early age of fifty-two. In his untimely death, not only this Board, but.the country at 
large have been deprived of the valued services of one who, from his desire to dea 
fairly with all parties, his quick insight into matters submitted for the Board’s con- 
sideration, and his commonsense methods in dealing'with all such matters had achieved 
an enviable position with all classes throughout the Dominion. While appreciating 
the necessity of certain rules of evidence and precedents in courts, he never permitted 
legal technicalities to stand in the way of what, in his judgment, he considered fair, 
right and just in the interests not only of individuals and associations having recourse 
to the Board for interpretation of their rights, as against raflway corporations, but in 
the case of railway corporations themselves, where their rights, he felt, should be pro 
tected against unreasonable or unjust demands. He, like his predecessor, the Hon 
ourable Mr. Killam, brought with him to the Board a valuable experience gained on 
the Bench, which proved of great assistance in the administration of his duties as 
Chief Commissioner. The Board feels that it is difficult to express in fitting language 
a just appreciation of his services and of the loss sustained. The vacaney caused by 
his death was filled on the 29th day of June, 1912, by the appointment of Henry 
Lumley Drayton, K.C., who resigned office as counsel for the city of Toronto to become 


Chief Commissioner to the Board. 
- 
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APPENDIX “A.” 


LIST OF COMPLAINTS FILED WITH THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COM- 
| MISSIONERS, YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1918. 


2927. Lack of a permanent agent at Meota, Sask., on the Canadian Northern rail- 
way. ; 
E 2928. Increased rate on pressed brick from Bradford, Pennsylvania, to Windsor, 

nt. 
| 2929. Excessive freight charges on machinery shipped from Rutland, Vt., to 
Calgary, Alta., via the Canadian Pacific railway. 
2930. Refusal of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company to accept for shipment 
_ two cars of potatoes at New Carlisle, Que. ; 
2931. Excessive speed of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s trains passing 
along Main street in the city of Kamloops, B.C. 

2932. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway, near the station 
at Sturgeon Falls, Ont. i 
_ 2933. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Erie street, 
Stratford, Ont. ; 

2934. Failure of the Atlantic and Lake Superior Railway Company to run trains 
between New Carlisle and Grand River for thirteen days. 

2935. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for diverting to the Dominion Express 
Company, after accepting it for shipment by freight, a box of personal effects from 
St. Agathe, Que., to Saskatoon, Sask. 

2936. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to accept a shipment of . 
~lumber loaded in one of their cars, at Shawville, Que., billed to Russell, Ont., on the - 
Ottawa and New York railway. 

2937. Blocking of a farm crossing at Huntingdon, Que., by the Grand Trunk and 
New York Central and Hudson River Railway Companies. 

__~ 92988. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way and damages caused on complainant’s farm at Blackfalds, Alta. 

9939. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to compensate com- 
plainant for horses killed on their line near Marquis, Sask. 

2940. Refusal of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to handle private 
coal cars over their main line. 

9941. Delay of a railway company in settling claim for a refund on a shipment 
of lumber from Bracebridge to Sheddon, Ont. 

9942, Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for not furnishing cars for grain at 
O.N.R. elevator, Port Arthur, necessitating grain being loaded in O.N.R. cars to Fort 
William and then transhipped to C.P.R. cars at thé latter point. 

9 2943. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Chambers 
street, Smiths Falls, Ont. 

2944. Dangerous level crossing over the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo railway 
just west of station at Vinemount, Ont. 

2945. Dangerous level crossing over the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo railway 
about two hundred yards west of the station at Vinemount, Ont. 
| 2946. Defective fencing on the line of the Temiscouata Railway Company in the 
Vicinity of Clair, N.B. 

2947. Delay to a shipment of grain from Kenaston, Sask., to Hillsburg, Ont., via 
the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific railways. 
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2948, Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to change location of a 
farm erossing at Griffin, Sask. 

2949. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway, one mile south 
of Londesborough, Ont. ’ 

2950. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to supply cars for 
loading grain at Fenton, Sask. 

2951. Freight charges on a carload of settler’s effects, including an automobile, 
shipped from Flesherton, Ont., to Griffin, Sask., via the Canadian Pacific railway. 

2952. Lack of proper station accommodation at Cote St. Louis, on the line of the 
Ganadian Pacific Railway Company. , 

2953. Shortage of cars on the Waltham branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company for hay shipments to points in the United States. 

2954. Removal of cattle guards and planks at crossings during the winter months, 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, in the vicinity of Fillmore, Sask. 

2955. Alleged excessive charge by the Canadian Express Company on a shipment 
of envelopes from Toronto, Ont., to Montreal, Que. 

2956. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to fence right of way 
on their Brazeau branch, through complainant’s farm in the southeast quarter of 
section 28-38-21, W. 4 M., B.C. 

9957. Insufficient car supply of the Grand Trunk Railway Company, for the ship- 
ment of hay from the district of Ste. Martine, Que. 

2958. Tolls charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for switching 
traffic, in carloads, originating at, or destined to, points on the Grand Trunk, Quebee 
Gentral and Intercolonial railways between the ferry dock and tracks and sidings im 
the city of Quebec, Que. 

9959. Order of the Board, with regard to railway companies not accepting milk 
cans, filled or empty, of less than eight gallons’ capacity. 

2960. Bell Telephone Company’s objection to the centralizing of a telephone 

-system at Laird, Ont. 
2961. Train service and equipment on the Grand Trunk railway between Port | 
Covington and Montreal. 

2962. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to compensate complain- 
ant for loss of cow killed on their right of way at Bow Island, Alta., owing to lack of 
cattle-guard protection. 1 

2963. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to allow complainant 
to use space near spur at Arden Station, Ont., for piling purposes. 

2964. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Thornton, Ont. 

2965. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Thornton, Ont. 

2966. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at road between 
lots 4 and 5, directly east of the station at Winona, Ont. 

2967. Tolls charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for switching 
traffic in carloads, between the ferry dock and tracks and sidings in the city of Quebee, 
Que. 

2968. Damage caused to farm land in the vicinity of Rainy River, Ont., owing to 
the construction of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right of way blocking 
the ditches, ete. 

2969. Inadequate station accommodation of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
at Hensall, Ont. 

2970. Unsatisfactory service of the American Express Company at Welland, Ont. 

2971. Canadian Express Company’s rate on shoes, Georgetown, Ont., to Winnipeg, 
Man., being higher than the Dominion Express Company’s rate from a competitive 

point eight miles farther away. 

2972. Cancellation of arrangement whereby night press despatches from S 
John, N.B., to Yarmouth, N.S., were transmitted by the Western Union Telegraph 
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Company in the morning, at night rates, owing to the office at Yarmouth being closed 
at night. 

2978. Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station at Beauharnois, Que., not being 
kept warm during the winter months. 

2974. Damage to land by the Canadian Pacite ‘Railway Company in the north- 
west quarter of section 16-2-238, W. 4 M., Alta. 

2975. Lack of a night lettergram service by the Grand Trunk Pacific Telegraph 
Company at Wainwright, Alta. 

2976. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway one mile east of 
station at Newcastle, Ont. 

2977. Refusal of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Company to settle claims 
for cattle killed on their right of way in the district of Coombs, B.C., where they 
have no fences. 

978. Practice of the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
Companies of ballasting up their lines without lengthening out the grades to same 
-at road crossings, in the province of Alberta. 

2979. Inadequate station accommodation provided by the Canadian Pacifie Rail- 
way Company at Salmon Arm, B.C. 

2980.-Alleged excessive express charges from Montreal, Que., to Charlottetown, 
PE... 

9981. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk ita east of the village 
‘of Jordon, Ont. 

2982. Unsatisfactory car supply of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at 
Galloway, B.C. 

2983. Canadian Northern Railway Company taking possession of property in 
block G, St. Boniface, Man., without notifying owner. 

2984. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany between Valleyfield and Montreal, Que. 

2985. Tolls charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for switching 
traffic in carloads from Pointe &4 Carey wharf to lumber yard at St. Malo, Que. 

2986. Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in settling claim for 
eattle killed on their right of way in the vicinity of Austin, Man. 
| 2987. Delay at West Fort, Ont., to a car of oats shipped from Knox, Man., to 
Guelph, Ont., via the Grand Trunk Pacific and Canadian Pacific railways. 

2988. Bell Telephone Company charging a full year’s rent for the temporary 
installation of an extension telephone, at Brantford, Ont. 

2989. Dangerous level crossing over the Michigan Central railway at East street, 
Springsfield, Ont. 

2990. Condition of crossings and culverts of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western 
Railway Company in the municipality of Grande Rivicre, Que. 

2991. Alleged excessive rate quoted by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
on a ear of drygoods, &e., from Kelowna, B.C., to Calgary, Alta. 

2992. Canadian Mortion Ontario Railway Company, for not providing drainage 
at lot 31, three miles west of Belleville, Ont. 

9993. Lack of a permanent station agent at Otthon, Sask., on the Grand Trunk 
| Pacific railway. 

9994. Location of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway .across the road 
between concessions 2 and 3, township of Torbolton, Ont. 

2995. Delay on the Grank Trunk railway to a car of flour shipped from Brant- 
| 


ford, Ont., to Ste. Henedine, Que. 

2996. Rei ceinie of a private crossing over the Michigan Central r: ailway at Cornell, 
Ont. 

2997. Shortage of grain cars at Cayley, Alta., on the line of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company. : 

2998. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s 
Toronto-North Bay line, north of the village of Burks Falls, Ont. 
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2999. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way through complainant’s land in section 6-30-9, W. 3. M., Sask. 
3000. Grand Trunk Railway Company’s method of handling freight shipments 
from Toronto, Ont. : . 
3001. Grand Trunk Railway’ Company’s tariffs C.R. 103 and O.R. 111, which do 
not provide for refund on Jess than carload shipments of apples. 
3002. Siding accommodation, condition of station, &e., of the Central Vermont 
Railway Company at Stone, Que. 
3003. Refusal of the Canadian Car Service Bureau to acknowledge complain- 
ants’ claim for a refund of demurrage charges on a car of lumber at Montreal, Que. 
3004, Condition of right of way of the Midland Railway Company in the muni- 
cipality of East Hants, N.S. ; 
3005. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Peterboro 
street, Norwood, Ont. 
3006. Lack of fencing along the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s spur to the 
premises of the Oneida Lime Company, in the township of North Cayuga, Ont. 
3007. Freight rate on beer in carloads from La Crosse, Wis., to Calgary, Alta., 
as compared with rate from Winnipeg and Toronto to same point. 
3008. Condition of ditches, bridges and culverts of the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company near their station at Bulstrode, Que. 
3009. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at road between 
lots 8 and 9, township of Murray, Ont. 
3010. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at road between — 
lots 12 and 13, township of Murray, Ont. 
3011. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the subway 
leading from the township of Murray and the village of Frankford to the town of 
Trenton, Ont., a short distance east of the said railway company’s station at Trenton. 
3012. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to release an automo- 
bile at Rosetown, Sask., until the duty has been paid on another automobile in the 
same car, which does not belong to complainant. j 
_ 8013. Proposed change in location of the New York Central and Hudson River — 
Railroad Company’s station at Maple Grove, Que. 
- 


3014. Alleged discrimination by Canadian railway companies in rates on sugar 
to points in the western provinces, in favour of eastern refineries. * 
3015. Lack of a transfer track between the Canadian Pacifie and Canadian ~ 
Northern railways at Bienfait, Sask. , . 
3016. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right of way t 
in the vicinity of Bigwood station, Parry Sound District, Ont. 7 
3017. Lack of a through rate from Dalkenham, Wash., to Glenavon and Kipling, ~ 
Sask., over the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. 2 
3018. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to furnish complainant : 
with siding accommodation at Montreal, Que. € 
3019. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to deliver shipment of — 
household goods to complainant’s residence in the city of Toronto, Ont. * 
3020. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to stop their train, 
leaving Vancouver at 4 p.m., at Crescent, B.C. ’ 
3021. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
refund of dockage charges on three cars of wheat. 
3022. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for loss _ 
sustained on car of wheat shipped from Winnipeg to Fort William, owing to decrease 
in value on account of delay in transit. | 
3023. Delay on the Canadian Pacific railway to a shipment of feed flax from 
Rouleau, Sask., to Fairmount, Sask. | 
3024. Delay in getting shipments out of bond at Belleville, Ont., owing to th } 
ene Railway Company not: getting the manifests in at the time of re¢eip 
of goods. 
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3025. Alleged excessive rate charged on coal by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, from Suspension Bridge to Islington, as compared with rate to Toronto, 
Ont. : ; 

3026. Delivery at Truro, N.S., by the Intercolonial railway, of two automobiles, 
shipped from Windsor, Ont., without original bill of. lading, resulting in shippers 
being unable to collect amount of draft. . 
3027. Delay on the Grand Trunk railway to hay shipments consigned to com- 
-plainant at Townley, New Jersey, Lehigh Valley delivery, routed via Cobourg. 
| 3028. Alleged excessive rates charged by the Canadian and American Express 
Companies on fruit shipments from Fenwick, Ont., to Ottawa and Montreal. 
| 3029. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company to and from Kindersley, Sask. 
| 3030. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, owing to complainant having to travel 
mm a slat-seat colonist car from Toronto to Winnipeg, when she had a first-class 
ticket from Mount Forest, Ont., to Moosejaw, Sask. 

3031. Confusion experienced owing to the Michigan Central Railway Company 
showing “ Canfield Jct.” in their time tables as “ Canfield.” 

3082. Location of the Canadian Pacific railway through complainant’s farm at 
_ Enterprise, Ont. 

3033. Loss of parcel shipped from Toronto to Farmosa, Ont., via the Canadian 
and Dominion Express Companies, for which complainant has been unable to get 
-eompensation. 

3034. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Central Vermont Railway 
Company between Farnham and Frelighsburg, Que. : 

3035. Delays of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the delivery of freight 
| at Toronto, Ont., and their unsatisfactory method of tracing cars. 

3036. Delay to a shipment from Elora to Aurora, Ont., on the Grand Trunk 
railway. . 

3087. Lack of a permanent station agent at Briercrest, Sask., on the Canadian 

Northern railway. 
- 8038. Alleged excessive rates charged on two cars of settler’s effects, shipped 
' from Innisfail to Heath, Alta., via the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Pacifie 
Railway Companies. A 

3039. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway two miles south 
of Bracebridge, Ont. 

3040. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to entertain claim result- 
ing from inisquotation in rates on hay from Howick, Que., to Plainsboro, N.J. 

3041. Stagnant water along the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s right 
of way at the townsite of Benito, Man. 

3042. Congested conditions at Toronto, Ont., on the Canadian Pacifie Railway, 
resulting in serious delays to shipments when necessary to transfer at that point. 

3043. Unsatisfactory service of the Canadian Express Company at Montreal, 
Que., with respect to the prompt delivery of cream. 
| 3044, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle for land 
expropriated for right of way at Rocky View, Alta., unless complainant has OP ae 
restrictions cancelled on the deed. 
| 3045. Lack of station accommodation, and express and telegraph service at 
 Ardath, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway. 
3046. Loss of baggage in transit from Montreal, Que., to Dropmore, Man., via 
the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific railways. 

3047. Lack of a waiting room for ladies in the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 

 pany’s station at Balcarres, Sask. 

> 3048. Lack of station at Waseca, Sask. on the Canadian Northern railway. 
3049. Blocking of farm crossing by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at 


Beaver, B.C. 
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3050. Running of light engines for a greater distance than twenty-five miles 
without a conductor in charge, on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3051. Confiscation of a car of coal by the Grand Trunk Railway Company while 
in transit from Buffalo to Campbellford, Ont. 

3052. Unsatisfactory freight service between Montreal and Clarenceville, Que., 
via the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk and Quebec, Montreal and Southern rail- 
way. 

3053. Location of farm crossing on the Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway 
at Reaboro, Ont. 

3054. Lack of fencing on the Irondale, Bancroft and Ottawa Railway through 
complainant’s farm on lot 8, concession 2, township of Herchel, Ont. 

3055. Alleged refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to entertain ° 
claim for one case of plums short in a shipment from Regina to Bladworth, Sask. 

3056. Condition of farm gates on the line of the St. Lawrence and Adirondack 
Railway Company at St. Stanislas, Que. ; 

3057. Amount offered by the Canadian Northern Railway Company for land 
expropriated on complainant’s farm in Nipissing District, Ont. 

3058. Station accommodation provided by the Great Northern. Railway Com- 
pany at Rossland, B.C. 

3059. Lack of fencing on the line of the Irondale, Bancroft and Ottawa Rail- 
way Company, in the vicinity of Tory Hill, Ont. 

3060. Refusal of Canadian Northern Express Company’s employee to give receipt 
for shipment from Souris Valley to Elswick, Sask. 

3061. Delays on the Grand Trunk railway to shipments of hogs. 

3062. Alleged discrimination by the Grand Trunk Railway Company in favour 
of the Dominion Canners, Ltd., in the matter of stop-over privileges for the comple- 
tion of earload lots. 

3063. Proposed closing of crossing in the town of Duncan, B.C., by the Esqui- 
malt and Nanaimo Railway Company. 

3064. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Atlantic, Quebec and West- 
ern Railway Company between New Carlisle and Grand Riviére, Que. 

3065. Delays of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in delivering goods in the 
city of Quebec, Que. : 

3066. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Northern Ontario and Cana- 
dian Pacific railways at Bay Bridge road, Belleville, Ont. 

3067. Whistling of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s engines within 
the city limits of Edmonton, Alta. : 

3068. Lack of fencing along the line of the Quebee Oriental Railway Company 
through complainant’s farm, near Maria Capes, Que. : 

3069. Alleged excessive express charge on a fifty-pound parcel from Parkdale to 
Thamesville, Ont. 

3070. Alleged excessive charge of the Canadian Express Company on a small 
parcel shipped from Ottawa to Montreal. 

3071. Lack of fire guards on the Canadian Northern railway at Big Valley, Alta. 

3072. Refusal of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Place Viger station parcel 
office, Montreal, Que., to deliver parcel to complainant until he has paid twenty-five 
cents for lost. check. 

3073. Canadian Northern Railway Company, for killing stock on their right of 
way near Bowmans River, Man., which complainant alleges could have been avoided. 

3074. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Pender 
street, Vancouver, B.C. 

3075. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Cordova 
street, Vancouver, B.C. 

3076. Proposed additional crossing at Champlain street and alterations at Albert 
street, St. John, Que., by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
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8077. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway known as the 
Fifty Side road, one and one-quarter miles north of Berkeley station, Ont. 

3078. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway, one mile west of 
Grass Hill station, Ont. 

3079. Flooding of land by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s line at Elders 
Mills, Ont. 

3080. Alleged excessive charge on a shipment of settler’s effects from Creelman 
to Alsask, Sask., via the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. 

3081. Refusal of railway companies to give a rate on mixed shipments of horses 
and stock, charging as if the whole shipment were horses. 

3082. Section foreman on the Canadian Northern railway at Dauphin, Man., not 
having been examined in the rules. 

3083. Loss sustained owing to cattle being killed on the Canadian Northern rail- 
way at McCreary, Man. 

3084. Delays to freight on the Grand Trunk railway consigned to the complainant 
at Casselman, Ont. 

3085. Alleged excessive freight rate of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
from Dundalk, Ont., to Moosejaw, Sask., and their refusal to compensate complain- 
ant for damage to a buggy. 

3086. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Main street, 
Norwich, Out. 

3087. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Quaker street, 
Norwich, Ont. 

3088. Alleged excessive charge by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company on a 
shipment of settler’s effects from the United States to Brooks, Alta. 

8089, Refusal of the Canadian Northern Express Company to deliver under tariff 
rate C.R.C. 724, shipment of cream from Letellier to Winnipeg, Man., for butter-mak- 
ing purposes. 

3090. Alleged excessive charge on shipment of wheat from Rarfurly, Alta., to 
Newdale, Man., via the Canadian Northern and the Canadian Pacific railways. 

3091. Proposed highway crossing of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company, between lots 26 and 27, concession 2, township of Clarke, Ont. 

3092. Non-settlement of claim against the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
for expenses incurred in burying their special agent at Emerson, Man. 

3093. Refusal of the-Grand Trunk Railway Company to refund amount of alleged 
overcharge on a shipment from St. Thomas, Ont., to Chicoutimi, Que. 

3094. The Electric Power Company, Ltd., for crossing with their wires in an unsate 
manner, a high tension transmission line near Peterboro, Ont. 

3095. Proposed construction of an industrial spur by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, if same is to cross Royce avenue, Toronto. 

3096. Unsatisfactory station accommodation provided by the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company at Jordan, Ont. ear 

3097. Flooding of lands by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the vicinity 
ef Bouchette, Que. 

3098. Loss sustained owing to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at Sault 
Ste, Marie, Ont., sending complainant bills covering additional charges on lumber 
shipments, after same have been sold at a price based on the original charges. 

3099. Damage to property by fire at Howell, Sask., alleged to have been started by 
‘sparks from an engine of the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

3100, Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway in the village of 
L’Annonciation, Que. 

3401. Increase in rates on coal from International Bridge and Trenton Jct., to 
Frankford, Ont. ; 

3102, Loss sustained owing to wheat spilled while being loaded into car at Venda, 
Sask., on the Canadian Northern Railway. 
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3103. Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Railway Company, (O.P.R.) for raising 
their grade through complainant’s property at Lindsay, Ont. . 

3104. Shortage of cars on the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the 
vicinity of Montreal, Que. 

3105. Rate on carbide from Merriton, Ont., to Yorktown, Sask. 

3106. Alleged discrimination by the Gasnte Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway 
Companies against the town of’ Blind River, Ont., in favour of Sault Ste. Marie, 
Fort Willidm and Port Arthur, in rate charged on bar iron from points in Ontario. 

3107. Delays of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in picking up freight in 
the city of Montreal, Que. 

3108. Bell Telephone Company, for cutting off a service at Stratford, Ont., with- 
out notice, owing to the same not being paid for three months in advance. 

3109. Dangerous level crossing over the Dominion Atlantic railway at Chestnut 
street, Windsor, N.S. 

3110. Dangerous level crossing over the Hamilton Radial Electric railway at 
Burlington Beach, Ont. 

S111. Delay of the Canadian Northern Haiti Company in settling claim for 
expenses incurred on account of being stalled at Fisk, Sask. 

3112. Cattle killed on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway in the vicinity of Avon- 
hurst, Sask., owing to sectionmen leaving gate open, and cattle guards having been 
removed. . 

3113. Unsatisfactory delivery of a box of freight by the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company at Ottawa, Ont., same being left om the sidewalk, seventy feet away from 
the house. 

3114. Lack of daily train service between Edmonton and Morinville, Alta., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3115. Delay of the Chicago, Milwaukee and Puget Sound Railway Company in 
settling complainant’s claim for goods lost in transit from Boston to Vancouver, B.C. 

3116. Condition of engines running out of Belleville, Ont., on the Grand Trunk 
railway. 

3117. Dominion Express Company, for loss of a box of goods shipped from Ottawa, 
Ont., to 24 Mile Post, Gowganda road, Ont. 

3118. Shortage of cars on the Canale Pacific railway at Meath, Ont., for the 
shipment of hay and feed to Petewawa military camp. 

3119. Unsatisfactory condition of fencing, gates and drainage on the Central 
Vermont railway in the parish of St. Cesaire, township of Houville, Que. 

3120. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right of 
way and ballast pits on complainant’s farm, and lack of fencing on their-line at 
Kinnoull, Alta. 

3121. Delay of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company in making necessary 
alterations to highway crossing in the municipality of St. Charles des Grondines, Que. 

3122. Employees on the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s trains between Valley- 
field and Montreal, Que., being unable to speak the French language. 

3123. Unsatisfactory station accommodation and train service at Larose, Que., 
on the Canadian Northern railway. 


3124. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in paying for right of way, 


‘through complainant’s farm on their Wilkie-Kerrobert line. 

3125. Lack of station and freight platform at Browning, Sask., on the Canadian 
Northern railway. 

3126. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway known as “ Clarke's 
crossing,” at Newcastle, Ont. 


3127. The carrying of passengers along the Kettle Valley railway, under construc 


tion, on a speeder, which detracts business from licensed stage drivers. 
3128. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to provide complainant 
with continuous sleeping accommodation from Fort William to Regina, Sask. 
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3129. Delays to shipments from Bloomfield and Wellington, Ont., to the North- 
west owing to the Canadian Northern Railway Company refusing to supply G.T.R. 
and C.P.R. equipment to handle the shipments via Port MeNicoll or Sarnia. 

3130. Blocking of a crossing by trains on the Canadian Pacific railway at Elkhorn, 
Man. 

3131. Proposed expropriation by the Canadian Northern Railway Company of 
land in lot 18, Front street, Belleville, Ont. 

3132. Lack of fencing along the Canadian Northern railway through complain- 
ant’s property in the southwest quarter of section 7-11-6, Man. 

3133. Unsatisfactory train service on the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern railway. 

3134. Refusal of the Hydro-Electric Power Commission of Ontario to execute 
agreement in connection with the crossing by their wires of a railway at Woodworth 
avenue, St. Thomas, Ont. 

3185. Unsatisfactory drainage along the line of the Canadian Northern railway 
in section 34-29-32, W. 1 M., Sask. : 

3136. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s yard at Ele, Man. 

3187. Dominion Express Company’s rates from Terrebone to Quebec, as compared 
with rates from Montreal to Quebec, Que. 

3138. Dangerous level crossings over the Canadian Northern railway in the rural 
municipality of St. Francois Xavier, Man. 

3139. Unsatisfactory train service to and from Locust Hill, Ont., on the Canadian 
Pacific railway. J 

3140. Proposed erection of a station by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
two miles west of Notre Dame d’Auvergne, Sask. 

3141. Naming of a station “ Hill Head” by the Georgian Bay and Seaboard rail- 
way, instead of “ Fleming” as per agreement. 

3142. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
horses killed on their right of way near Bienfait, Sask. 

1348. Necessity of stop-over at Oroville, B.C., on, the Vaneouver, Victoria and 
Eastern railway, there being no through trains to Princetown, iSKGs 

3144. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling for right of way 
of their Lacombe-Kerrobert branch, in section 1-35-5, W. 4 M., Alta. 

"3145. Unsatisfactory service of the Quebec Railway, Light, Heat and Power 

Company, in the matter of poor lighting and over-crowding of cars, and lack of 
connection with the steam railway lines at Quebec, Que. 

3146. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the intersection 
of Notre Dame and St. Ferdinand streets, St. Henry, Montreal, Que. 

3147. Inadequacy of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s loading platform 
at Odessa, Sask. 

3148. Shortage of cars on the Grand Trunk railway, suitable for the shipping of 
stone, at St. Marys, Ont. 

3149. Conditions of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s eattle guards in 
the vicinity of Bowsman river, Man. 

3150. Lack of fencing along the Canadian Northern railway in the vicinity ot 
Bowsman river, Man. 

3151. Alleged refusal of the Temiscouata Railway Company to supply cars for the 
shipment of poles to the Western Union Telegraph Company. 

3152. Employees on the New York Central and Hudson River Railway Company’s 
suburban trains running between Montreal and Valleyfield, being unable to speak the 
French language. 

3153. Loss of a shipment of castings from Smiths Falls to Belleville, Ont., over 
the lines of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies. 

3154. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway, being the first 


crossing west of Brockville, Ont. 
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3155. Condition of gates at crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the inter- 
section of Notre Dame and St. Ferdinand streets, St. Henry, Montreal, Que. 

3156. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
(C.P.R.) to furnish complainant with a cattle pass or farm crossing on lot 6, conces- 
sion 7, township of Camden, Ont. 

3157. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to compensate complain- 
ant for horse killed on their right of way near Pinto, Sask., where cattle guards had 
been removed. 

3158. Lack of cattle guards at crossings on the line of the Atlantic, Quebee and 
Western Railway Company in the municipality of St. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

3159. Lack of fencing and cattle guards on the Canadian Northern railway in 
the vicinity of Onoway, Alta. 

3160, Condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s yard at Dorion, Ont. — 

3161. Refusal of Canadian Northern Express Company to entertain claim for 
damage to laundry shipped from Dauphin, Man., to Margo, Sask. 

3162. Proposed construction of the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto railway 
on Queen street, in the town of Niagara-on-the-Lake, Ont. 

3163. Closing up of Bow avenue, in the town of Bow Island, Alta., by the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company. 

3164. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to grant complainant a 
refund on ticket from Edmonton to Daysland, Alta., which he purchased in order to 
enable him to stop over at the latter point, as the ticket he held, Edmonton to Keppel, 
Sask., did not entitle him to a stop-over. 

3165. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway . 
Company to and from Cabri, Sask. 

3166. Unsatisfactory service provided by the Bell Telephone Company at Centre 
Island, Toronto, Ont. 

3167. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in delivering a car of cement _ 
at South Durham, Que. i 

3168. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in settling costs in connection : 
with the case of Morell and G.T.R., at Toronto, Ont. j 

3169. Delay of the Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway Company (C.P.R.) in 
making settlement for land expropriated in lot 7, concession 9, township of Ops, Ont. 

3170. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Company to entertain — 
claim for damage to a stove shipped from Montreal to Sixteen Island Lake. 

3171. Size of station being built at St. Prosper, County Champlain, Que., on the 
Transcontinental railway. 

3172. Exorbitant rate charged by the Bell Telephone Company in the town of 
Ville St. Pierre, Que. 

3173. Alleged overcharge on shipment of an oil-pump from Chicago to Sellwood, 
Ont., via the Dominion and Canadian Northern Express Companies. 

3174. Delay to, and rate charged on, shipment from Pittsfield, Maine, to Arcadia, 
N.S., by the Dominion Express Company. . 

3175. Invonvenience caused owing to the Peoples Railway Company grading 
through complainant’s farm at Bloomingdale, Ont., and leaving same in an unfinished 
state. 

3176. Grade of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s crossing over public 
road between sections 20 and 21-31-16 W. 4°M.. Alta. 

3177. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right of 
way through the northwest quarter of section 19-7-53, W. 5 M., Alta. 

3178. Shortage of cars at Wycliffe, B.C., on the line of the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company. : 


or 


; wie ee ; 
3179. Delay to shipments of flour from W innipeg, Man., to points on the Cana- 
dian Northern railway. 
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3180. Refusal of the Central Ontario Railway Company to place cars for com- 
plainant on the main line north of Maynooth, Ont., to load ties. 

3181. Excessive rate on pulpwood from points on the Irondale, Bancroft and 
Ottawa railway to Campbellford, Ont., via the Central Ontario and Grand Trunk 
railways. 

3182. Inadequacy of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s cattle guards in 
the vicinity of Taber, Alta., resulting in loss of cattle. 

3183. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide a crossing 
over their line which runs through complainant’s farm near Montebello, Que. 

3184. Noise and smoke of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo and Canadjan 
Pacific railways in the vicinity of Hunter street, Hamilton, Ont. 

3185. Maritime Telegraph and Telephone Company, for poor telephone service 
provided on line between Ballantyne’s Cove and Antigonish, N.S., and price asked by 
said company for said line from the farmers who originally supplied the line gratis. 

3186. Excessive rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on pota- 
toes, from Ashcroft to Vancouver, B.C. 

3187. Inadequate facilities of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for handling 
freight at Ashcroft, B.C. 

3188. Lack of daily train service at St. Albert, Alta., on the Canadian Northern 
railway. 

3189. Inadequate facilities for the handling of freight at oe Albert, Alta., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3190. Condition of the crossings in the vicinity of Shelbrook, Sask., on the line 
of the Canadian Northern Railway Company. 

3191. Alleged excessive rate charged: by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on 
three quarry cars, shipped from Hamilton to Hagersville, Ont. 

3192. Failure of the Victoria Terminal and Ferry Company (G.N.R.), to provide 
facilities for the public to get to the waters of Semiahoe bay in section 10, township 1, 
New Westminster district, B.C. 

3193. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to construct a crossing 
on road allowance between sections 7 and 8, and 7 and 18, township 29, range 18, W. 
3. M., Sask. 

3194. Failure of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide proper accommo- 
- dation for live stock at shipping points on its line of railway. 

3195. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide complainant 
with a cattle pass on his farm on lot 1, concession 7, township of Westmeath, Ont. 

3196. Canadian Northern Telegraph Company, for not providing telegraph service 
between The Pas and Hudson Bay junction. 

3197. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to provide complainant 
with a farm crossing on his property in section 33-13-18, W. 3 M., Sask. 

3198. Excesive rate charged on shipment of poultry from London, England, to 
Strathroy, Ont., via the Dominion and Canadian Express Companies. 

3199. Car shortage on the Canadian Pacific railway in Labelle county, Que., for 
the shipment of lumber. ps 
| 3200. Delay of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies in 
| delivering goods shipped from London, Ont., to Kirk’s Ferry, Que., Preston, Ont., Deep 
| Brook, N.S., and Kennetcook, N.S. 

3201. Alleged excessive freight rate on motor boat shipped from Parry Sound to 
- Haileybury, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific and Temiskaming and Northern Ontario 
_ Yailways. 

3902, Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s station grounds at 
Netherhill, Sask. 

3203. Shunting of trains within the limits of the city of Ottawa, Ont., on the 
Grand Trunk railway. 


| 
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3204. Proposed location of the Grand Trunk Pacifie and Canadian Pacific railways 
through the municipality of the district of West Vancouver, B.C. 

3905. Proposed closing of Souris street, Estevan, Sask., by the Canadian Pacific — 
Railway Company, at their crossing. + 

3206. Inadequate station accommodation of the Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
pany at Minburn, Alta. 

3907. Change in location of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s line through 
complainant’s farm at Melrose, Ont., after they had settled with him at a price based 
on original location. 

3908, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s supplement No. 15 to lumber tariff 
No. W. 2510, advancing the rates on pine lumber. 

3909. Condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s line between Caledonia 
and Dunnville, Ont. 

39210. Freight rates charged on addressograph machines. 

$911. Location of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s line through com- 
plainant’s property at Bienfait, Sask. 

3212. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in delivering a shipment of 
household goods from Toronto to Bowmanville, Ont. F 

3213. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in delivering at Emo, 
Ont., a car of flour and feed from Winnipeg, Man. 

3914. ‘Alleged excessive charge by the Canadian Paeifie Railway Company on a 
carload of settlers’ effects, from Elgin, Ore., to Ashcroft, B.C. 
8915. Valuation of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s property at South 
Durham, Que. } 

3916. Unsatisfactory manner in which freight is delivered at South Durham, Que., 
by the Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

3217. Unjustifiable dismissal of sectionmen and employment of a foreigner as 
foreman, by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company at Jarrow, Alta. 

2918. Condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s crossing north of 
section 22-27-25, W. 2. M., Sask. 

3219. Delay in the transferring of a car of wheat from the Grand Trunk to the 
Canadian Pacifie Railway at Toronto, Ont., resulting in loss to consignee. 

3990. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s rate on brick from St. Boniface, Man., 
to Yorktown, Sask. ‘ 

3291. Excessive switching charges on stone from the Canadian Pacific Railway to 
the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railways at Winnipeg, Man. | 

3222. Changing of name of station from ‘ Selkirk Junction’ to ‘ Bradbury,’ by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. ; 

3993. Loss of eattle on the Canadian Pacific railway in the vicinity of Saltcoats, — 
Sask., owing to inadequate cattle guards. 

3224. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in delivering at Shaw- 
inigan Falls, Que., a shipment of machinery from Montreal, Que. 

3225. Failure of railway companies to give full information on advice notes on 
which goods are passed through the customs. ~ 

3226. Lack of warning signals on railway motor ears. 

3227. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to entertain claim for 
alleged oyercharge on shipment of hay from Carmel to Portland, Me. 

3228. Delay of the Canadian Express Company in delivering cream in the city 
of Montreal, Que. | 

3229. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling for right o 
way through northwest quarter of section 29-16-18, W. 2 M., Sask. : 

3230. Delay to, and shortages in shipments to Stuartburn, Man., on the Cana 
dian Northern railway. 

3231. Lack of station agent at Whonnock, B.C., on the Canadian Pacifie rai 
way. 
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_ 3232. Alleged excessive rate on two cars of brick from Edmonton to Strath- 
cona, Alta., via the Grand Trunk Pacific, Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific 
railways. ; 

3233. Validation fee of fifty cents on return portion of reduced fare round trip 
tickets to points on the Pacific coast. 

_ 3234. Discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in favour of 
Winnipeg, Man., and against Calgary, Alta., in the matter of rates on supplies to 
construction gangs. 

3235. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide com- 
plainant with a cattle pass on his farm at Torbolton, Ont. 

3236. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling for right of 
way through complainant’s farm on part of lots 28, 29, 30 and 31, concession A, town- 
ship of Haldimand, Ont. st 

3237. Delay to a shipment of coal from Hillcrest, Alta., to Froude, Sask., on 
the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3238. Closing of Mercer street crossing, Stettler, Alta., by the Canadian Pacific 
‘Railway Company. 

3239. Non-delivery of a shipment of fruit from Ottawa, Ont., to Blue Sea Lake, 
Que., via the Dominion Express Company. 

3240. Placing of local freight on private siding at. Entwistle, Alta., by the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company. 

3241. Condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s stock yards at 
Bawlf and Strathcona, Alta. 

3242. Pumping of water from complainant’s creek at Ashburn, Ont., by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

3243. Alleged excessive rate charged by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Com- 
pany on a bull shipped from Prince Rupert to Skeena River Crossing, B.C. 

3244. Condition of the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
panies’ crossing and cattle guards -in the district of Churchbridge, Sask. 

8245. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the third and 
fourth concession line, township of Goderich, Ont. 

3246. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling for right of 
way of their Wilkie Northwesterly branch in the southeast quarter of section 25-43-22, 
wW.3 M., Sask. 

3247. Excessive rental charges of the Bell Telephone Company in the town of 
Ville St. Pierre, Que. 

3248. Excessive switching charges on, and delays to carloads of scrap iron 
between the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways at Winnipeg, Man. 

3249. Proposed moving of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station at 
Kenney, Man. 

3250. Delay to a shipment of fence material from Sarnia to Mimico, Ont., on 
the Grand Trunk railway. 

3251. Proposed construction of a spur from the Hull Electric railway, on Moun- 
tain street, Alymer, Que. . 

3252. Proposed changing of terminal point by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany, from Brockville to Prescott, Ont. ; ’ 
3258. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claims for 
loss of coal and cast steel consigned to Chaplin, Sask. 

3254, Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific and eo rand Trunk 
railways at Beaconsfield, Que., known as the “ Chemin de Ste. Genevieve. 
3255. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at the inter- 
section of Broadway, Betts avenue and Assiniboia avenue, Yorktown, Sask. 

3256. Loss of cow owing to inadequate cattle guard protection of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company in the vicinity of Legal, Alta. 
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3957, Condition of approaches to the freight shed of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo 
Railway Company, (C.P.R.) at Saltair, B.C. , 

3958, Dangerous crossing over the Canadian Northern Ontario and Campbell- 
ford, Lake Ontario and Western railways, on complainant’s farm in lot 4, concession 
4, township of Scearboro, Ont. 

9959, Dimensions of under-crossing provided by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company on complainant’s farm in the northwest quarter of section 10-65-22, W. 4 
M., Alta. 

3960. Confusion caused owing to similarity in the names,—“ Lac 4 la Tortue, 
Que.,” on the Canadian Pacific railway, and “La Tortue, Que.,” on the Napierville 
Junction railway. 

3261. Delay to freight in the yards of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk 
Railway Companies at Montreal, Que. 

3962, Embargo of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on shipments of sand, 
loaded in cars other than its own, into Winnipeg from points on the Canadian North- 
ern railway. 

3963. Removal of telephone from the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station at 
Compton, Que. 

3964. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to settle claim for 
damage to portmanteau and contents on “ Bmpress of Ireland,’ en route to England. 

3265. Delay to a car of lumber shipped from Keewatin, Ont., to Margaret, Man., 
via the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific railways. 

3266. Delay in delivery of car of wheat shipped from Murburn, Alta., to Padding- 
ton, Man., via the Canadian Northern railway. 

3267. Alleged excessive charges on a shipment from Ymir, B.C., to Melfort, Sask., 
via the Canadian Northern and Canadian Pacific railways. 

9968. Unsatisfactory location of crossing over the Canadian Northern railway in 
the village of Marcelin, Sask. 

3969. Condition of crossing over the Kootenay and Alberta railway at public road 
in section 7-6-1, W. 5 M., Alta. 

3970. Crossing of road between concessions 4 and 5, township of Hinchinbrooke, 
Ont., by the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3971. Cartage charges of the London and Lake Erie Railway Company on small ~ 
parcels shipped from London to St. Thomas, Ont. 

3272. Alleged excessive rates charged by the Canadian Northern Railway Comal 
pany on shipments from Toronto to Gilmour, Oni. § 
: 
i 


3273. Delay in delivery of two cars of hogs shipped from Cottam, Ont., to Hull, 
Que., via the Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore and Canadian Pacifie railways. 

3274. Inadequacy of culvert across the Georgian Bay and Seaboard railway on_ 
lot 23, concession 12, township of Medonte, Ont. oe 

3975. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to accept fresh meat 
for shipment from Saskatoon, Sask., to Big River, Sask., except at owner’s risk. ; 

3276. Dangerous crossing over the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western rail- 
way (C.P.R.), on complainant’s farm in lot 3, concession 7, township of Richmond, Ont. 

3277. Delays to shipments of freight to and from Harriston, Ont., on the Cana-_ 
dian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. ; 

3278. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in delivering at Mile End. 
Que., a car of brick from New Galilee, Pa. } 

3279. Nuisance caused by the unloading of manure on the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company’s siding at St. Anne de Bellevue, Que. ? 

3980. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to open up siding at 
Fincastle, Alta., for the shipment of grain from that vicinity. 

3281. Rough handling of cases of “Tungsten” electric lamps by the Canadia 
Express Company. 
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3282. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk rail- 
ways between lots 20 and 21, Broken Front concession, township of Clarke, Ont. 

3283. Alleged excessive rates of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on lumber 
shipped from Fernie, B.C., to Longford and Cheadle, Alta. 

3284. Supplement No. 4 to Memphis Lumber Tariff No. 3, C.R.C. No. 7, increasing 
rates on lumber from points south of the Ohio river to Oanadign points. 

3285. Alleged lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway Com- 
pany’s right of way in the parish of Ste. Thecle, Que. 

3286. Alleged discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in rates 
on American corn, in favour of St. John as against Fredericton, N.B. 

3287. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling Ses a of way 
through complainant’s farm in the southwest quarter of section 18-3 oo Wet: UES 
Alta. : 

3288. Loss sustained owing to cattle being killed on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s right of way in the vicinity of Didsbury, Alta. 

8289. Dimensions of crossing under the Grand Trunk railway on complainant’s 
property in lots 10 and 11, concession 2, township of South Dumfries, Ont. 

3290. Condition of track between Greenway and Wakopa on the Canadian Northern 
railway. : 

3291. Refusal of railway company to provide complainant with a cattle pass or 
farm ‘crossing at Colborne, Ont. 

3292. Unsatisfactory train service of the New York Central and Hudson River 
Railway Company between Montreal and Valleyfield, Que. 

3293. Refusal of railway company to provide complainant with a cattle pass on 
his property at Enterprise, Ont., and their delay in settling for right of way. 

3294, Alleged excessive rates of the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern 
Railway Companies on fir lumber to Neepawa, Man. 

3295. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s loading platform at 
Glendale, Man. 

3296. Condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s stock yards at Drayton. 
Ont. 

3297. Alleged excessive charges on a tank car of coal tar shipped from Ottawa tu 
Berlin, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. 

3298. Excessive length of hours of employees of the Hamilton Radial Railway 
Company. 

3299. Alleged discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the 
working of stevedores at Fort William during strike. 

3300. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to Bees a crossing 
over their line at the road allowance between sections 8 and 10-18-20, at Sandy Lake, 
Man. 

3301.. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Railway. Companies 
to switch loaded cars from complainant’s mill at St. Boniface to Winnipeg track 
warehouses. 

3302. Condition of approaches to the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s 
loading platform at Peterson on the Young-Prince Albert branch. 

3303. Delay of the Pére Marquette Railroad Company in building a new station 
at Coatsworth, Ont. : =“ 

3304. Unsatisfactory accommodation and facilities of the Canadian Northern 
Ontario Railway Company at Rathburn station, Ont. . 

3305. Alleged proposal to move the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s St. Agnes 
station, Que., to a point near Fort Covington. 

3306. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
to provide suitable crossings on their line in the townships of Darlington and East 
Whitby, Ont. 

3307. Treatment received from conductor on the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company’s train between Saskatoon and Tisdale. 
20c—8 


/~ 
% 


a 


114 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


3308. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right of 
way across farm near Dorion, Ont., and in constructing a farm crossing on same. 
3309. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at Oliver road 
in the municipality of Shuniah, Port Arthur, Ont. 
9310, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to provide complain- 
ant with a cattle pass on his farm in the west half of section 2-17-25, W. 2. M., Sask. 
8311. Lack of proper drainage facilities on the Canadian Northern railway at 
McConnell, Man. 
9319. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to keep promises made 
in connection with siding at Boulias, between St. Albert and Morinville, Alta. 
3313. Inadequate accommodation of (the Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
pany at St. Albert, Alta. 
9314. Condition of crossing on complainant’s property at Oakburn, Man., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 
8315. Non-fencing of the Great Northern railway in the district of Creston, B.C. 
9316. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Ontario Railway 
Companies to provide complainant with cattle passes under their lines on his farm in 
lot 31, concession 1, township of Sydney, Ont. ; 
3317. Alleged overcharge on a locomotive crane shipped from Bay City to Sault 
Ste. Marie, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific and Algoma Central railways. 
3318. Condition of approaches to complainant’s crossing at Huntingdon, Que., 
on the Grand Trunk railway. , 
3319. Lack of siding accommodation for the loading of lumber, ties, &c., between 
Whitehall and Sprucedale, Ont., on the Grand Trunk railway. 
3390. Refusal of the Canadian Northern railway to settle claim for horses killed 
near Margo, Sask., owing to defective cattle guards. 
3391. Lack of cattle guards and fencing on the Moncton and Buctouche railway 
in the parish of Moncton, county of Westmorland. 
3322. Proposed construction of an additional track across Bayview avenue, Ottawa, 
Ont., by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
3393. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
to provide complainant with a farm crossing or cattle pass near Trenton, Ont. 
3394, Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s roadbed between 
Edmonton and Morinville, Alta. 
3325. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to extend its loading 
platform at Cromer, Man. 
3326. Inadequate accommodation provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com 
pany on their train No. 51 leaving Winnipeg August 8, 1912. 
3397. Condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s milk truck at Brook- 
lin, Ont., station. : 
3328. Proposed additional charge of $2 per car for lumber loaded in 38-foot cars. 
and $4 per car for cars over 38 feet and up to 40 feet in length, by the Quebe 
Oriental Company. 
3329. Lack of crossings between sections 35 and 36-58-10, W. 5 M., Alta., on th 
trand Trunk Pacific railway. 
3330. Lack of crossings between sections 35 and 36-53-10, W. 5 M., Alta., on th 
Canadian Northern Alberta railway. 
3331. Dropping of water, oil and cinders from the Canadian Pacific Railwa 
Company’s bridge at Pouport street, Montreal, Que. resulting in damage to pedes 
trians’ clothes. 
8382. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in handling a shipmen 
of iron culverts from Winnipeg, Man., to the municipality of Mountain View, Sas 
3333. Proposed change by the Michigan Central Railroad Company, in the rou 
ing of crushed stone from complainant’s quarry near St. David’s, Ont., to Toronto. 
3334. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for transhipping in its Vancouv 
yard, straight carloads of sugar ex. complainants’ siding, so as to consolidate 
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Pasload shipments into one car, for different consignees at the same destination, or 
for different destinations. 

3335. Removal of telephone from the Grand Trunk piailpey: Company’s station 
-and freight shed at Windsor Mills, Que. 

3336. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway at Cabane Ronde, Que., 
‘for the shipment of hay, sand and wood. 

: 3337. Lack of station accommodation and facilities for handling freight at 
Moline, Man., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

| 3338, ieee of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide complainant 
with a cattle pass under their line across his Bionerty on the east half of lot 48, con- 
cession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3339. Delay of the Canadian Express Company in delivering at Guelph, Ont., a 
shipment from Galt, Ont. 

3340. Refusal of the American Express Company to settle claim for damages 
to a crib shipped from Chateauguay, Que., to Westmount, Montreal. 

3341. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk and Central Vermont rail- 
‘ways at the Lapiniere road, between the towns of Greenfield Park and St. Lambert, 
Que. 

3342. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk and Michigan Central 
railways at the Marsh Winery Road, Stamford, Ont. 

3843. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk and Michigan Central 
railways at Church’s lane, Stamford, Ont. 

3344. Increase in rates on lumber by the Quebec Oriental Railway Company 
between New Richmond and Matapedia, Que. 

3345. Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies, for failure to 
come to some agreement in connection with Fepau to complainant’s siding at 
Moronto, Ont. . 

3346. Condition of approach to the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s load- 
ing platform at Fairmount siding, Sask. 

3347, Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide com- 
plainant with a cattle pass on his property in lot 11, concession 3, township of March, 
Ont. 

3348. Delays to a shipment of cattle between Appin and Toronto, Ont., on the 
Grand Trunk railway. 

3849. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario andi Western Railway Com- 
pany (C.P.R.), to provide complainant with a cattle pass under their line near 
Enterprise, Ont. 

83350. Proposed diversion of road allowance by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario 
and Western Railway Company, on lots 14 and 15, concession 1, and lot 14, con- 
cesion A, township of Murray, Ont. 

3351. Express rates on butter and eggs between Winnipeg and McConnell as 
compared with rates between Winnipeg, Hamiota and Strathclair, Man. st ; 

3352. Shortage of seats and crowding of cars on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s trains between Peterboro and Toronto, Ont. 

3353. Rates charged on carload of coal ex. Mauch Chunk, Pa., consigned Lehigh 
Valley railway to Welland, Ont., and re-consigned from Welland to Toronto, Ont., 
Canadian Pacific delivery. } : : 
3354. Noise made by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s engines at Lind- 
‘say, Ont., on Sunday evenings during the hour of church service. 

3355. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to supply cars for the 
shipment of lead ore from Salmo, B.C., to the Trail smelter, and Nelson, B.C. - 

3356. Dangerous condition of the steps leading to the Niagara Central station 
at Stamford, Ont. * } 

3357. Loss of a trunk shipped from Montreal, Que., to Big River, Sask., via the 
Grand Trunk and Canadian Northern railways. 
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3358. Failure of engineers on the Central Ontario Railway Company’s train 
to whistle for crossing a short distance south of Wellington, Ont. 
3359. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway} 
Company to and from the town of Chesterville, Ont. : 
3360. Insufficient space left for vehicles to pass when trains are cut at crossing at 
Pincher Station, Alta., on the Canadian Pacific railway. 
9981. Refusal of the West Williams Telephone Association of Sable, Ont., 
connect with another line except by trunk line between the two centrals. 
3362. Inadequate facilities for handling freight at Keppel, Sask., on the Canadiat 
Pacifie railway. 
3363. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in moving carloads of gral 
from Fillmore, Sask. 
3364. Storage charges on a trunk at Paris, Ont., checked from Edmonton, Alta. 
via the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. 
3365. Alleged excessive freight charges of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
on alum, shipped from Montreal to East Angus, Que. 
3366. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Northern, Canadian Pacific an 
Grand Trunk railways on the side line between lots 12 and 13, concession A,-townshij 
of Hamilton, Ont. 
3367, Rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on two cars 0 
oats shipped from Lang, Sask., to Winnipeg, Man. 
3368. Freight rates charged by the Quebec, Montreal and Southern Railwe 
Company. ; 
3969. Manner in which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company propose to cros 
with their track the track of an electric railway on the west side of the Red River it 
the municipality of Kildonan, Man. 
3370. Manner in which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company propose to crog 
the track of an electric railway with their track, on the east side of the Red river, m 
the municipality of Kildonan, Man. 
3371. Bay of Quinte Railway Company’s supplement No. 3 to tariff No. 108, 
O.R.C. No. 164, re rates on cement from Marlbank, Ont., to Grand Trunk points. 
3372. Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company to and from Merrickville, Ont. f 
373. Blocking of farm crossing at Huntingdon, Que., by the New York Centra 
and Hudson River Railway Company. 
3374. Raising of classification on fertilizer in carload lots, from tenth to seventt 
class. 
3375. Uncomfortable condition of passenger cars on the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s mixed train from Wilkie, Sask., owing to lack of heating appliances. 
3376. Unsatisfactory service of the Bell Telephone Company in the districts © 
London, Berlin, Sarnia and Windsor, in the matter of directory supply and small prin 
in same. 
3377. Condition of roadbed on the Calgary and Edmonton Branch of the Canadian 
Pacific railway. 
3378. Embargo on lumber to Edmonton, Alta., from points on the Canadian Pacifi 
railway. | 
3379. Shortage of cars at Ste. Luce, Que., on the Intercolonial railway. 
3380. Loss of a case of cigars shipped from Granby, Que., to Ottawa, Ont., via th 
Central Vermont and Grand Trunk railways. 
3381. Condition of farm crossing on lot 17, concession 3, South Dundas stree 
Oakville, Que., on the Grand Trunk railway. 
3382. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the old McGrege 
Side road in the township of Sarnia, Ont. 
3383. Freight rates on a band saw shipped from Vancouver to Sinclair, B.C., ¥1 
the Canadian Pacitie railway. 
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8384. Discontinuance of passenger train service to Nominingue, Que., in the 
vening, by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

3385. Location of the Toronto Suburban Railway Company’s line on lots 11 and Lo, 
oncession 11 township of Esquesing, Ont. 

3386. Inconvenience and additional expense incurred owing to the Grand Trunk 
tailway Company’s train from Montreal to Portland connecting with sleeper at a 
oint outside of Montreal. 

3387. Shipments of flour from Chatham on the Pére Marquette railway to non- 
ompetitive points on the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways, being half a 
ent per hundred pounds higher than from points on the said Canadian Pacific and 
trand Trunk railways. 

3388. Unfinished condition of the Canadian Northern and Central Railway of 
Janada Companies’ lines about three miles east of the Hawkesbury bridge, resulting 
a the flooding of complainant’s land. 

8389. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to reload car of lumber 
rrecked west of Kindersley, en route from Prince Albert to Alsask, Sask. 

3390. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s yards at Alsask, 
sask. 

3391. Refusal of the Bell Telephone Company to install telephone in residence on 
fayfair avenue, Notre Dame de Grace ward, Montreal, Que. 

3392. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide complainant 
vith a cattle pass on his property in lot 1, concession 14, township of Sheffield, Ont. 

3393. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in completing their 
ine from Edam to Mervin, Sask. 

3394, Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to place an agent 
t Beadle, Sask., resulting in loss of freight. 

3395. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Vineland 
Station, Ont. 

3396. Non-fencing of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway in the vicinity of Chip 
sake, Alta. 

3397. Delay to carloads of stone shipped from Hamilton to Port Hope, Ont., on 
he Grand Trunk railway. 

3398. Rates on hay from Bridesville to Midway, B.C., on the Great Northern 
allway. 

3399. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide complainant 
mith a farm crossing on lot 12, concession 4, township of Scarborough, Ont. 

3400. Location of proposed spur for the Builders’ Supply Company of Winnipeg, 
fan. 

3401. Lack of crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway near station at Ern- 
old, Sask. 

8402. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to provide complain- 
nt with a cattle pass under their Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western line on 
ot 6, concession 1, township of Murray, Ont. 

3408. Alleged excessive express charges on a parcel of leather shipped from 
fontreal, Que., to Berlin, Ont. . 

| 8404. Horses killed on the Canadian Northern railway owing to lack of fencing 
a the vicinity of Ochre River, Man. 

3405. Alleged overcharge on two cars of settler’s effects shipped from Indian 
Tead, Sask., to Union Bay, B.C., via the Canadian Pacific railway. 
8406. Delay to a car of lumber shipped from Empire Pit siding, near Pine, Ont., 
-) Oshawa, via the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. 

3407. Loss of a box of household goods shipped from Swan River, Man., to 
lyley, Alta., via the Canadian Northern railway. 

'| 3408, Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claim for 
OSS of a box of window blinds shipped to Fort Qu’Appelle, Sask. 
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3409. Lack of shelter for passengers and freight at MeNutt’s Creek, N.S., on 
the Dominion Atlantie railway. ° : 

3410. Location of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway (C.P.R.), 
on lots 20 and 21, concession 1, township of Whitby, Ont. 

°411. Canadian Northern Railway Company, for delay in settling for right of 
way, and failure to provide a cattle pass on the east half of lot 45, concession 9, 
township of Camden, Ont. 

2419. Failure of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany, (O.P.R.), to provide complainant with a cattle pass on the east half of lot 49, 
concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3413. Dangerous level ernssing over the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and West- 
ern railway, (C.P.R.), at lots 24 and 25, concession 3, township of Hinchinbrooke, 
Ont. 

3414. Proposed closing of station at Careross on the White Pass and Yukon 
railway, during the winter months. : 

3415. Delay to a shipment between Guelph and Hamilton, Ont., on the Grand 
Trunk railway. 

3416. Removal of a telegraph office from the town of Richmond, Que., by the 
Great North Western Telepraph Company. 

3417. Delay of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in handling freight at their 
Pointe St. Charles yard. 

3418. Canadian Express Company, for collecting charges on a parcel at Toronto, 
which had been prepaid at Ottawa, Ont. 

3419. Delay to a shipment of freight from Ashland, Wis., to Scott, Sask., and 
refusal of the Granc Trunk Railway Company to trace same. 

3420. Delay to a car of hay shipped from St. Polycarpe to Montreal, Que., vie 
the Grand Trunk railway. 

3491. Delay to a car of steel hoops in the Grand Trunk Railway Company’ 
Pointe St. Charles yards. 

8499. Lack of station and freight shed at Walkers, Ont., on the Michiga 
Central railroad. 

3493. Condition of approach to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s siding 
at Verner, Ont. 

3494, Condition of crossing over the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and. Western 
railway, (C.P.R.), on complainant’s property adjoining lot*19, school section No. 2 
Sidney, Ont. ; 

3425, Condition of crossing over the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wester 
Railway, (C.P.R.), on lot 19, school section No. 2, Sydney, Ont. 

3426. Condition of crossing over the Canadian Northern Ontario railway 0 
lot 19, school section No. 2, Sydney, Ont. ; 

3427. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway about thre 
quarters of a mile west of Kingbury, Que., known as ‘ Miller crossing.’ 

3428. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway about three mil 
east of Kingbury, Que., on the river road between Melbourne and Windsor Mills. 

3429. Unsatisfactory handling of a car of sheep from Tompkins to Govan, Sask 
by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.- 

3430. Alleged excessive charges on a stallion shipped from London, Ont., 

3owsman, Man., via the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. 


OAS = ° * . . . b 
3431. Inconvenience caused owing to lack of correct information as to arrival of 


the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s train No. 4 at Toronto, October 20, 1912. 
3432. Difficulty experienced in getting delivery of cars of lumber at Toronto 
the Grand Trunk railway. 
3433. Car service rule No. 11,( shortening the time allowed for placing of delive 


orders. 
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3434. Freight rates charged complainant by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany on a shipment of potatoes from Kennedy, Sask., to Yorktown, Sask. 

3435. Unsatisfactory train service of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, 
to and from North Battleford, Sask. 

3486. Lack of a proper farm crossing on complainant’s property in lot 22, con- 
cession 1, township of Sidney, Ont., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

3437. Unsatisfactory drainage of complainant’s property on lot 22, concession 1, 
township of Sidney, Ont., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

34388. Price paid complainant by the International Elevator Company for a load 
of wheat. 

3439. Passenger and freight accommodation provided by the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company at Legal, Alta. 

3440. Loss of a sack of sugar and damage to a shipment of fruit through delay, 
‘consigned to Vista, Man., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

3441. Manner in which the Canadian Pacific Railway Company are proceeding 
‘with the construction and operation of their Lacombe Easterly extension, and the train 
service and accommodation at Veteran, Alta. 

3442. Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company, (C.P.R.), for 
delay in settling for right of way, and failure to provide a cattle pass on the east half 

of lot 45, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3443. Unsatisfactory settlement of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company, (C.P.R.), for right of way through complainant’s property at 
Enterprise, Ont. 

3444, Non-fencing of the Canadian Pacific railway in the vicinity of Creston, B.C. 

3445. Discontinuance of a day train service by the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company between Saskatoon and Edmonton, which they maintained during the 
summer. 

3446. Inadequate facilities provided by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company for 
loading stock at Grondines, Que. 

3447. Inadequate car supply for the shipping of grain from Howell, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3448. Dimensions and location of cattle pass under the Campbellford, Lake Ontario 
and Western railway, (C.P.R.) on lot 50, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3449. Delay of the Great North Western Telegraph Company in delivering a 
message to a party at Ste. Anne de Bellevue, Que. 

3450. Unsatisfactory telephone service in the township of Fullerton, Ont. 

3451. Shortage of cars at Ruddell, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

3459, Great Northern Railway Company, for not giving cheap rates from all 
points to the Nelson, B.C. fair, as advertised. 

3453. Damage to a shipment of flour from Montreal, Que., to Caraquet, N.B., via 
the Intercolonial railway. 

3454. Alleged discrimination in freight rates between the towns of Kronau and 
Tajord on the Arcola line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3455. Dangerous position in which elevator spouts and gates on cattle loading 
platforms are left when not in use, on railways in the western provinces. : 

3456. Canadian Express Company, for delay in delivering at Valleyfield, Que., 
“medical requisites ordered from Montreal. eee 

3457. Damage to a shipment of photographic negatives while in transit from 
Melville to Quinton, Sask., via the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

3458. Freight rates on stone from Hagersville to Dunnville, Ont., as compared with 
rates from Hagersville to Welland, Ont. E 

3459. Unsatisfactory service rendered to the travelling public by the Grand Trunk 
and Canadian Northern Railway Companies at Washago, Ont. | 

3460. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to accept C.N.R. car 
141176, loaded with flour and groceries, at Saskatoon, for Landsis, Sask. 
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3461. Canadian Northern Railway Company, for carrying goods on to Brock, first 
station west of D’Arcy, Sask., when same are billed and prepaid to complainant at the 
latter point. ; 

3469. Refusal of the Michigan Central Railway Company to reimburse eom- 
plainants for fixing up a car so that it would be suitable for the shipping of grain. 

3463. Non-fencing of the Great Northern Railway Company’s right of way run- 
ning through Creston district, B.C. 

3464. Non-fencing of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s right of way run- 
ning through Creston district, B.C. 

3465. Refusal of the Central Ontario Railway Company to route shipments of 
canned goods via the Grand Trunk railway at the same rates as via the Canadian 
Pacific railway, to the same points of destination. 

3466. Shortage of ears at Hitchcock, Sask., on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3467, Shortage of cars at Madrid, Sask., on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

3468. Rates charged on a bull shipped from Straffordville to Tupperville, Ont., 
via the Canadian Pacific and Pére Marquette railways. : 

3469. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway between Richmond 
and Corris, Que., known as “ Jeffery crossing.” 

3470. Increase in rates on sand and gravel from Fonthill to Thorold and St. 
Catharines, Ont., by the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company. 

3471. Delay in the handling of import freight at Montreal wharf and in transit 
from that point. 

3472. Delay of the railway companies in delivering freight in the city of Mont- 
real, Que. 

3473. Unsatisfactory station accommodation and train service of the Grand 


Trunk Railway Company at the village of Cedars, in the parish of St. Joseph de- 


Soulanges, Que. 

3474. Delay to a shipment of freight from Toronto to Woodstock, Ont., via the 
Canadian Pacific railway. 

3475. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s station at Pine 
Orchard, Ont. 

3476. Condition of crossings in the rural municipality of Walpole, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3477. Crossing of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Contpany 
(C.P.R.), between lots 30 and 31, concession 1, township of Hope, Ont. 

3478. Condition of crossings in the rural municipality of Walpole, Sask., on the 
Maryfield-Lethbridge branch of the Canadian Northern railway. 

3479. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for not accepting freight for shipment 
and delays to freight in their sheds at Ottawa, Ont. 

3480. Shortage of cars at Webster, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

8481. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to allow complainant 
to solicit passengers and baggage at their station at Edmonton, Alta. 

3482. Delays on the Grand Trunk railway to shipments from Merritton, Ont. 

3483. Proposed location of a station on the Cowichan branch of Esquimalt and 
Nanaimo railway in the District of North Cowichan, B.C. 

3484. Alleged illegal and discriminating irregularities in the fares charged and 
ticket selling process of the Hull Electric Railway Company. 

3485. Shortage of cars at Stornoway, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

3486. Train service between Montreal and Lachine, Que., on the Grand Trunk 
railway. 

3487. Rates charged by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company on mineral 


water from Waterous to Winnipeg, Man., as compared with rates from Winnipeg to 
Montreal. 
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3488. Flooding of complainant’s property at Westboro, Ont., owing to the Cana- 
lian Pacific Railway Company not constructing a drain to the culvert under their 
racks. 

3489. Delay to a range in transit from Darlingford, Man., to Riding Mount 
Man., via the Cariadian Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. 

3490. Trouble experienced in obtaining a satisfactory rate for 
0 Windsor, N.S., and return, on the Dominion Atlantic railway. 

3491. Delays to shipments of freight for Dummer, Sask., on the Canadi 
‘ailway. 

3492. Shortage of cars at Wardner, B.C., on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3493. Blocking of access to the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s station 
it Warman, Sask., owing to the way trains come in and the layout of the freight 
rards. E 

3494. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for cow 
cilled by falling over a cliff made by their steam shovel near New Denver, B.C. 

3495. Extra charge of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk R 
yanies for delivering freight east of Aird avenue, Maisonneuve, Que. 

3496. Shortage of cars at Forest, Ont., on the Grand Trunk railway. 

3497. Lack of crossings over the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at roadways 
yetween sections 1 and 2, 2 and 3 and 8 and 4, township 17, range 25, W. 2 M., Sask. 

3498. Railway companies not restricting carload rates to solid earlo 
sommodity. 

3499. Inconvenience caused by the strike of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
any’s freight handlers at Pembroke, Ont. 

3500. Unsanitary conditions existing in the railway yards of the Canadian 
Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies, east of Strachan avenue, Toronto, 
ant. . 

3501. Dangerous condition of highway crossings on the Rossendale branch of 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company between sections 5) and 6-10-9, and 
yetween section 6-10-10 and section 1-10-11, W.P.M., Man. 

3502. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to supply cars for the 
shipment of grain from the Brown Milling Company’s elevator at Portage la Prairie, 
fan. 

_ 8503. Condition of fences along the right of way of the Canadian Northern 
Railway Company between Dufresne and St. Ann, Man. 

3504. Unsatisfactory settlement made by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western Railway Company, (C.P.R.), in connection with right of way across the 
‘complainant’s property on lot 44, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3505. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for cow 
<illed on their right of way through lack of fencing in the vicinity of Sirdar, B.C. 

3506. Increase in rates on coal from Toronto to Orono, Ont., on the Canadian 
Northern Ontario railway. 

3507. Proposed closing of the Brunette road in the municipality of Coquitlam, 
B.C., by the Great Northern Railway Company. 

3508. Danger to the travelling public owing to rock slides on the line of the 
Janadian Pacific Railway Company. 

_ 8509. Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s loading platform at Fort 
Qu Appelle, Sask., being too small. 

3510. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
any, (C.P.R.), to provide complainant with a cattle pass on the west half of lot 45, 
soncession 9, township of Camden, Ont. oe ; 

3511. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at the side 
road between lots 21 and 22, Junction Gore, township of Gloucester, Ont. 
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3512. Moral condition of construction camps along the line of the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway Company in the province of British Columbia. 

3513. Inability to obtain a joint rate of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific 
Railway Companies on roofing rags from Portland, Me., to Portneuf, Que. 

3514. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in settling claim for an 
alleged overcharge in freight rates on a ‘ Digester’ from Boston to Dryden, Ont. 

9515. Location of station and condition of approach thereto, at No. 3 power 
house, Hamilton and Brantford Electric railway. 

2516. Unsatisfactory train service on the Midland division of the Grand Trunk 
railway. ‘ 

9517. Unsatisfactory connections between the Canadian Pacific and Canadian 
Northern Railway Companies’ trains at Central Ontario Junction. 

3518. Inadequate accommodation provided on the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany’s trains between London and Wingham, Ont. 

9519, Inadequate accommodation provided by the Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany at Drummond Station, Ont. 

3590, Refusal of the town of Beeton, Ont.,. to allow the Bell Telephone Com- 
pany to put in a line to complainant’s factory. 

3521. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way through complainant’s property at New Ottawa, Sask. 

3599. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to lease ground for a 
hay warehouse at Lundbreck, Alta. 

3523. Flooding of farm land by the Canadian Pacitic Railway Company at 
CGabane Ronde, Que., owing to the construction of a new side track at that point. 

3524. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in handling ship- 
ments of wood from Dumble and McOwan sidings to Prince Albert, Sask. 

3525, Amount paid by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway 
Company, (C.P.R.), for right of way through property on tne east half of lot 50, 
concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

3596. Cattle killed owing to lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern railway 
in the vicinity of Erickson, Man. 

3527. Shortage of cars at Sayward, B.C., on the Great Northern railway for the 
shipment of wood to Rossland, B.C. 

3598. Instructions issued by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to agent 
at Port Nicoll to load grain for export only, thus leaving local millers out of 
grain. 

9599. Removal of switch by the Algoma Central and Hudson Bay Railway Com- 
pany, leading from their main line to complainants’ sawmill near Sault Ste. Marie, 


Ont. 


3530. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in completing an 
extension to their line of twelve miles north of Hollywood, Man. 

3531. Unsatisfactory train service and accommodation provided by the Quebee 
Central Railway Company, (C.P.R.), at Beauceville, Que. 

3532. Proposed crossing of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company 0 
lot 28, concession 18, township of Ferris, Ont. 

3533. Shortage of cars on the Grand Trunk Pacific railway at Logberg, Sask., fo 
shipping grain. 

3534. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Butler station, Man 

3535. Freight rates on coal from Edmonton, Alta., to Saskatoon, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3536. Inability of complainants to obtain any satisfaction from the Canadiai 
Pacific Railway Company in connection with two claims outstanding against tha 
company. 

3537. Size and unsanitary condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’: 
stock yards at Shelburne, Ont. 4 
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3538. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Brock, Sask. 

3539. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company, 
(C.P.R.), to provide complainant with a cattle pass on the east half of lot 11, concession 
7, township of Camden, Ont. 

3540. Failure of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company, 
(C.P.R.), to construct an overhead crossing on complainant’s property on lot 25, con- 
cession 2, township of Clarke, Ont. 

3541. Removal of planks from complainant’s crossing by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company, at lot 21, B.F., township of Clarke, Ont. 

3542. Freight rates charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Company on cut stone 
from Beebe Plain, Que., to Clinton, Ont. 

3543. Removal of planks from crossings by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, 
in the vicinity of Wakefield, Que. 

3544. Inadequate accommodation provided by the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
at Kerwood, Ont., for the handling of freight. 

3545. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Kerwood, Ont. 

3546. Removal of planks from complainant’s crossing by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company, near Cobden, Ont. 

3547. Removal of planks from crossings by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, in the vicinity of Almonte, Ont. 

3548. Placing of snow fences on complainant’s property at Renown, Sask., by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

3549. Inability of complainant to obtain any satisfaction from the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company in connection with a claim against that company. 

3550. Proposed increase in rates on brick by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, from Milton to Toronto, Ont. 

3551. Delay of Cartage Companies in calling for freight in the city of Montreal, 
Que. 

3552. Inability of coal dealers at Brock, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway, 
to secure delivery of their orders, resulting in that district being on the verge of a coal 
famine. 

3553. Alleged excessive freight rates charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company on coal, from Quebec to St. Basile, Que. 

3554. Lack of station agent at Leask, Sask., on the Canadian Northern railway. 

3555. Loss of grip checked at the parcel room in the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company’s station at Winnipeg, Man. 

3556. Blocking of water course by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company, (C.P.R.), on complainants’ property near Belleville, Ont. 

3557. Shortage of cars on the Temiscouata railway. 

3558. Loss of a horse which died as a result of delay at Saskatoon, Sask., to car of 
settler’s effects shipped from Calgary to Oyen, Alta., via the Canadian Pacifie and 
Canadian Northern railways. 

3559. Freight rates on vegetables from Terrace, B.C., and other points along the 
Skeena River, to Prince Rupert, B.C. 

3560. Unsatisfactory train service of the Grand Trunk Railway Company for the 

handling of live stock from Paisley, Ont. : 

8561. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to settle claim for 
cattle killed on their line in the vicinity of Vandura, Sask., owing to inadequacy of 
cattle guards. 4 

3562, Excessive length of hours of enginemen and firemen on the Pére Marquette 


railway. ' 
3563. Lack of heated car service on the Canadian Pacifie railway for the shipment 

of perishable goods from Quebec, Que. 
: 3564. Removal of telephone from the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s 


station at Leask, Sask. ; 
. 3565. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Beadle, Sask. 
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3566. Damage to property through lack of proper drainage facilities on lot 2, con- 
cession 8, township of Elden, Ont., Georgian Bay and Seaboard Railway, (C.P.R.). 

3567. Removal of complainant’s crossing by the Ottawa, Northern and Western 
Railway Company (C.P.R.) on lot 6, range 10, township of Eardley, Que. 

3568. Moving of pay station from Conway, Ont., to Adolphustown, Ont., by the 
3ell Telephone Company. 

3569. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
(C.P.R.) to reimburse complainant for moving buildings away from their line on lot 
13, concession 7, township of Camden, Ont. 

3570. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide com- 
plainant with a crossing on his property in the township of Lyon, district of Thunder 
Bay, Ont. 

3571. Delay to a shipment of apples from Oakville to Toronto, Ont., via the 
Grand Trunk railway. 

3572. Condition of passenger trains on the Grand Trunk railway between Mont- 
real and Brockville, and train service of the Brockville and Westport Railway 
Company. 

3573. Delay of the,Canadian Northern Railway Company in delivering at Winni- 
peg, Man., a car of barley shipped from Melfort, Sask. 

3574. Proposed change in location of the Canadian Pacific railway through 
Banff, Alta. 

3575. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in handling milk ship- 
ments from Fort Saskatchewan to Edmonton, Alta. 

3576. Rate charged by the Dominion Express Company on a turkey shipped from 
Desbarats, Ont., to Bar River, Ont. 

3577. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway for the shipment of 
grain from Lashburn, Sask. 

3578. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Brooking, Sask. 

3579. Discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the matter 
of car supply at Gleichen, Alta. 

3580. Refusal of the Great Northern Railway Company to settle claim for cow 
killed on their line in the vicinity of Myncaster, B.C. 

3581. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
damage to shipment of apples by frost, while in transit from Macleod to Claresholm, 
Alta. 

3582. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for horse 
killed on their line about three miles east of Laggan, Alta. 

3583. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to supply feed and 
water for stock at certain points along their line. 

3584. Excessive length of hours of employees of the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company running out of Moosejaw, Sask. 

3585. Condition of fences along the right of way of the Grand Trunk Pacific 
railway on the northwest quarter of section 3-17-27, W. 2 M., Sask. 

3586. Unsatisfactory distribution of cars by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany at Guernsey, Sask. 

3587. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Glenavon, Sask. 

3588. Alleged refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s agent at 
Landis, Sask., to accept a telegram addressed to the Minister of Railways. 

3589. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to accept at Edmon- 
ton for team track delivery, coal from Morinville, Alta., on the Canadian Northern 
railway. : J 

3590. Freight rates on malt from Minneapolis to Lethbridge, Alta., via the Cana- . 
dian Pacific railway. 

3591. Condition of fencing on the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern railway 
between Cloverdale and Aldergrove, B.C. 
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3592. Freight rates on a eee of knitted goods from Marieville to Montreal, 
Que., via the Central Vermont railway. 

3593. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to settle claims for 
freight short at Brooking, Sask. 

8594, Passenger rates charged by the London and Lake Erie Railway Company 
between Lambeth and London, Ont. 

3595. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
seven horses killed on their right of way in the vicinity of Theodore, Sask. 

3596. Rates for the carriage of freight traffie upon railway lines operating in 
Canada west of Port Arthur. 

3597. Classification of “Spramotors” being shipped from London, Ont., to the 
Pacifie coast. 

3598. Rate on green last blocks from points on the Boston and Maine railroad in 
Canada to Richmond, Que. 

3599. Shortage of cars ou the Canadian Pacific railway for the shipment of grain 
from Castor, Alta. 

3600. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway at Crossfield, Alta. 

3601. Shortage of cars for the loading of grain at Cudworth, Sask., on the Grand 
Trunk Pacitic railway. 

3602. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to compensate com- 
plainant for ox killed on their right of way one mile east of Viceroy, Sask. 

3603. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for lamp 
chimneys and lantern globes broken in transit. 

38604. Delay in getting live stock transferred from the Grand Trunk Pacific to 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s yards at Edmonton, Alta. 

3605. Damage to a shipment of apples by frost at Dunallen, Man., owing to 
failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s agent to advise consignee of 
arrival 

3606. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at the main road 
near Hanover, Ont. 

3607. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway for the shipment of 
grain from Pambrun, Sask. ; 

3608. Failure of the Canadian Pacific Railway’ Company to bulletin the prob- 
able hour of arrival of trains at Douglas and Eganville, Ont. 

3609. Unsatisfactory connections between trains of the Ottawa and New York 
and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies, at Finch, Ont. 

3610. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Muenster, Sask. 

8611. Delay in transferring from Hull, Que., to Ottawa, Ont., cars of lumber 
loaded on the Canadian Pacific railway in Hull, for shipment via the Grand Trunk 
railway from Ottawa. 

3612. Service rendered by the Grand Trunk Railway Company at Kingston, 
Ont. 

3613. Failure of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide the neces- 
sary cars for stock, and supply water in its yards at points on its line of railway in 
the province of Saskatchewan. ° 

3614. Refusal of the Canadian Northern Railway Company to entertain claim 
for steer killed on their line through lack of fencing on section 18-54-4, W. 5 M., 
Alta. 

3615. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Ruddell, Sask. 

3616. Alleged excessive charges by the Atlantic, Quebee and Western Railway 
Company on a car of machinery shipped from Quebec to Grande Riviere, Que. 

3617. Train service provided by the Canadian Northern Quebec Railway Com- 
pany from Grand Mére to Montreal, Que., on the morning of January 2, 1913. 
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3618. Alleged excessive rates charged by the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
on a shipment of goods to St. Dominique, Que. 

3619. Proposed discontinuance of the delivering of cars to complainants’ siding 
at Brantford, Ont., by the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company, owing 
to the non-payment of a disputed demurrage accvant. 

3620. Inability of complainant to secure delivery of coal orders at Osgoode. 
Ont., on the Canadian Pacific railway. 

3621. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for horse 
killed in the vicinity of Wilkie, Sask., owing to removal of cattle guards. 

3622. Delay of the Bell Telephone Company in transferring a telephone in the city 
of Montreal, Que. 

3623. Dangerous level ciossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Glen Major, 
Ont. 

3624. Lack of farm crossing over the Canadian Northern railway on complainant’s 
property in the northeast quarter of section 10-33-4, W. 2 M., Sask. 

3695. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s warehouse storage tariff E-2105, 
C.R.C. E-2501. 

3626. Rates on grain and grain products in the province of British Columbia. 

8697. Service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at the village of 
Forward, Sask. - 

3628. Proposed extension of Fischer avenue across the tracks of. the Canadian 
Northern railway in the town of The Pas, Man. 

3629. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway at Meath, Ont. 

3630. Delay to shipments from Chapleau to Toronto, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific 
railway. ; 

3631. Rate charged by the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company on coal from 
Halkirk to Coronation, Alta., as compared with the rate from Coronation to Consort, 
Alta. , z 

3632. Storage charges of railway companies. 

3633. Shortage of cars for the shipment of grain on the line of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company, at Denholm, Sask. 

. 3634. Dangerous level crossings over the Canadian Northern railway at Chinook, 
Alta. 

3635. Poor lighting of coaches on trains of the Great Northern Railway Company. 

3636. Blocking of farm crossing by trains of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany just west of Romford Junction, Ont. ; 

3637. Refusal of Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for horse 
killed on their right of way in the vicinity of Junkins, Alta., through lack of fencing. 

3638. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific Railway at Luseland, Sask. 

2639. Shortage of cars on the Great Northern railway at Salmo, B.C. 

3640. Rate charged by the Algoma Central Railway Company on shipments of 
wood from Island Lake to Sault Ste. Marie, Ont. 

3641. Lack of shelter for passengers at Eddy station, township of Dawn, Ont., on 
the Michigan Central railroad. : 

9642, Refusal of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for 
two horses killed on their right of way between Stony Plain and Carvel, Alta. 

3643. Storage charges of the Grand Trunk Railway Company on two bundles of 
wall paper at Toronto, Ont. 

3644. Excesive freight rates on grain in the western provinces. 

3645. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to settle claim for los 
ee by the negligence of said company in handling a shipment of theatric 
effects. 

3646. Removal of planks from farm crossing by the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, on lot 23, concession 2, township of Ross, Ont. : 

3647. Delay in transit to shipment of apples from Ailsa Craig, Ont., to Virde 
Man., via the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific railways. ; 
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3648. Excesive freight rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
on gravel from Phalen’s Pit to Sturgeon Falls, Ont. 

3649. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for a 
quantity of oats destroyed by fire near Keddleston, Sask., caused by sparks from their 
engine. 
| 3650. Inability of the Grand. Trunk Railway Company to handle its Hamilton, 
Ont., business. 
| 3651. Killing of stock on the line of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway 
Company through lack of proper fencing 
| 3652. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway at Halkirk, Alta. 

3653. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Candiac station, 
Sask. 

3654. Annoyance caused by trains of the Grand Trunk Railway Company shunting 
in the vicinity of a church at Caledonia, Ont., during the hours of Sunday service. 

3655. Failure of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
(C.P.R.), to carry out agreement with complainant in connection with cattle pass on 
his property on the west half of lot 43, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 
| 3656. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand dates railway near station at Glen 
Robertson, Ont. 
| 3657. Condition of cattle pass under the Canadian Northern railway on complain- 
ant’s property on lot 5, concession 10, township of Chisholm, Ont. 
| 3658. Demurrage charges of the Canadian Pacific Raliway Company on a car of 
household effects at Neepawa, Man., shipped from Pilot Mound, Man. 

_ . 8659. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Carmel Station. 
Sask. 

| 3660. Application of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Companies 
to add supplements to their tariffs to cover the use of their scales in the weighing of live 
stock. 

| 3661. Freight charges on a car of coal from Suspension Bridge, N.Y., to Blenheim, 
Ont., and from Blenheim to Ridgetown, Ont., via the Pére Marquette railroad. 

| 3662. Delay at Windsor, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific Pacific railway to a car of 
brick shipped from Shawnee, Ohio, to Mile End station, Montreal, Que. ; 
8663. Action of the Okanagan Telephone Company, Ltd., in refusing connections 
with Government telephone lines. 

_ 8664. Action of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in discontinuing the 
practice of accepting bills of lading for cars for delivery in their outlying yards, 
such as Mile End and Hochelaga at Montreal, Que. 

_ 3665. Unsatisfactory service of the Quebec Railway, Light, Heat and Power 
Company on their line from Quebec city to Kent-House Park. 

3666. Inability of farmers on the Canadian Northern railway to ship flax to 
Minneapolis which is paying three cents over Winnipeg. 

3667. Delay at Leaside Junction on the Canadian Pacific railway to a car of 
40rn shipped from Chicago, Il., to Bannockburn, Ont. 
| 3668. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in moving a carload of 
wheat from Bruno, Sask. 
| 3669. Conditions on bills of lading in reference to responsibility of railway com- 
)anies in the matter of settlement of claims for goods damaged in transit. 

3670. Freight charges on shipment of household effects from Stratford, Ont., to 
Vancouver, B.C., via the Grand Trunk and Great Northern railways. 

8671. Delay m8 a car of beans shipped from Blenheim, Ont., to Halifax, N.S., via 
he Canadian Pacific and Intercolonial railways. 

3672. Freight rates charged by the Quebec Oriental and the Atlantic, Quebee and 
Western Railway Companies. 
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3673. Discrimination against Brandon, Man., in favour of Winnipeg, Man., b 
the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company in the matter of freight rates on mouldiea 
sand and scrap iron from Duluth, St. Paul and Minneapolis. ; 

3674, Proposed building of a spur line by the Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
pany along the bank of the Rainy river and over the Rainy River Colonization 
road, south of lots 20 and 21, in the town of Fort. Francis, Ont. . 

3675. Dangerous level Bae. over the Grand Trunk railway at Mill street in 
the town of Milverton, Ont. . 

3676. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Pacific railway at Main street, 
in the town of Milverton, Ont. 

3677. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Kakebeka Falls, Ont 

3678. Freight rates between Montreal, Que., and Sarnia, Ont., as compared with 
rates between Montreal and Windsor, Goderich, and other towns in western Ontario. 

3679. Embargo of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on shipments from For 
William to Cartier, Ont. 4 

3680. Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company in laying their steel 
to Loverna, Sask. 


3681. Express charges on fruit shipments from Peachland, B.C. ' j 
3682. Alleged excessive charges of the Dominion Express Company on a small 
easting shipped from Trenton to Kemptville, Ont. a, , 


3683. Delay to, and charges on, shipment of veal by the Dominion Express Com 
pany, from Belle Pian to Moosejaw, Sask. 

3684. Lack of fencing on the Gerad Trunk Pacific railway on the southwest 
quarter of section 11-6-8, W. 2. M., Sask. 

3685. Incorrect rant given by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company as 
to arrival of their train No. 3 at Vancouver, December 14, 1912. 

3686. Delay to a shipment of slate from Bangor, Pa., to Quebec, Que., via the 
Lehigh Valley and Grand Trunk railways. ;. 

3687. Dangerous condition of high tension wires of the Dominion Power and) 
Transmission Company along the right of way of the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
in the vicinity of complainant’s plant on Sherman avenue, Hamilton, Ont. 

3688. Demurrage charges of the Canadian Pacific Railway Gacuene on a car of 
grain delayed on account of the negligence of their agent at Luseland, Sask. é 

3689. Delay on the Canadian Northern railway to a shipment of household roods 
from Keewatin, Ont., to Bandette, Minn. | 

3690. ison tetactary service of the Grand Trunk Railway Company between 
Coboconk and Lindsay, Ont. 

3691. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way through complainant’s property at Brooking, Sask. 

3692. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Marshall, Sask. 

3693. Alleged refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to accept cast 
viain shipments which are ordered direct to destination. 

3694. Lack of station and agent at Dixie, Ont., on the Canadian Pacific railway. — 

3695. Delay to a shipment of radiators from Ottawa, Ont., to Aylmer, Qu2., via 
the Canadian Pacific railway. | 

3696. Uncompleted condition of the Canadian Northern railway between Macleg@ 
sud Pincher Creek, Alta. ° 

8697. Dangerous level crossing over the Dominion Atlantic railway east of 
of the station at Waterville, N.S. “ 

“’O Service of the Quebec Oriental Railway Company between Matapedia ane 
Gasp4, Que. 

8699 Condition of fences on right of way of the Quebec Oriental Railway Co 
pany in the municipality of Mann, Que. 

3700, Insavisfactory mail service of the Bay of Quinte Railway Company betw 
Napanee and Tamworth, Ont. 


‘> 
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3701. Unsatisfactory heating of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s station at 
Burford, Ont. 

3702. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in moving carloads of 
grain from Maymont, Sask. 

3703. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim for 
loss of horses that died as a result of drinking poisonous water at the EES 
Alta., stock yards. 

37 04. Condition of locomotives running out of Prince Albert, Sask., on the oe 
dian Northern railway. 

3705. Condition of the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway Company’s station at 
Dugas, Que. 

3706. Loss by the Canadian Express Company, of a box of lobsters shipped from 
Halifax, N.S., to Valleyfield, Que. 

3707. Delay of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in placing a car of wheat 


_ for unloading at Fort William, Ont. 


3708. Dangerous level crossing over the Kingston and Pembroke railway at the 
Renfrew and Douglas road in the township of Admaston, Ont. 
3709. Extra charge of Cartage Company at Toronto, Ont., for work involved in 


breaking up a shipment for delivery to thirteen different aie 


3710. Refusal of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company to provide complainant 
with a cattle pass on his property at Woodlands, N.B. 

3711. Unsatisfactory suburban service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
between Guelph and Toronto, Ont. 

3712. Damage by fire to field of flax on complainant’s property on the south half 
of section 16-29-18, W. 3. M., Sask.; Canadian Northern railway. 

3713. Flooding of complainant’s property through lack of culverts on the Cana- 
dian Northern railway in the vicinity of Homewood, Man. 

3714. Delays of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in placing cars in Toronto 
yards. 

8715. Damage to sugar bush by the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
Railway Company in changing their location across lots 34 and 25, concession 4, town- 
ship of Tyendinaga, Ont. 

3716. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle claim for short- 
age in shipment of wheat to Fort William, Ont. 

3717. Express rates on magazines from Prince Albert to Fort Qu’Appelle, Sask. 

3718. Refusal of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to deliver shipments to com- 
plainant’s spur at Wallaceburg, Ont., in gondola cars. 

_ 8719. Canadian Pacific Railway Company, for allowing sewage from an hotel at 
Iberville Junction, Que., to drain across their right of way onto complainant’s land. 

3720. Inability of complainants to ship lumber to Montreal points owing to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company refusing to accept C.N.R. cars. 

3721. Freight rates on carload of hay shipped from Escuminac, Que., to Grand 
River, Que., via the Quebec Oriental and Atlantic, Quebec and Western railways. 

3722. Alleged discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the 
distribution of empty cars to lumber manufacturers in British Columbia. 

3723. Dangerous level crossing over the Canadian Northern railway at Water 
street, Winnipeg, Man. 

3724. Freight rates of the Canndian Pacific Railway Oompant on lumber ship- 
ments from Beausejour, Man. 

3725. Extra charge of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on coal delivered 
to complainants for consumption in their plant on the Humber river, west of Toronto, 
Ont. ; 
3726. Cartage charges on a shipment of paper straws from Toronto, Ont., to Mont- 
real, Que., via the Grand Trunk railway. 
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ols 
distribution of empty cars, and their refusal to supply complainant with same. 

3728. Dangerous level crossings over the Dominion Atlantic railway in the 
vicinity of Waterville, N.S. 

9799. Unsatisfactory passenger service on the Port Arthur Division of the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

3730. Switching charges on carloads of grain from complainants’ elevator on — 
the Great Northern railway in South Vancouver, B.C., to the Canadian Pacifie rail- 7 


3727, Alleged discrimination by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the 


way. 
8731. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to switch carloads of 
empty barrels to complainant’s siding from their stores department at Winnipeg, Man. 
9739, Excessive freight rates of the Great Northern Railway Company on ore 
from Salmo to Nelson, B.C. . 
3733. Freight tariff of the White Pass and Yukon Railway Company on portage — 
between Taku Arm and Atlin Lake. 
3734. Proposed expropriation of property at Regina, Sask., by the Canadian — 
Northern Railway Company for the construction of spur tracks. ; | 
3735. Freight rates of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company cn a shipment 
of household goods from Vancouver Island, B.C., to Bawlf, Alta. 
3736. Alleged overcharge on a car of asbestos product shipped from Milwaukee 


to Dryden, Ont. 


3737. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Fielding, Sask. : 
3738. Delay in transit to car of oats shipped from Denzil, Sask., to Fort — 
William, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific railway. 5 


3739. Unsatisfactory service of the Canadian Northern railway at Legal, Alta. 

3740. Fares charged by the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company between New- — 
port station and Windsor, N.S. 

9741. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to entertain claim in 
connection with overcharge on car of coal shipped to Plantagenet, Ont. 

3742. Unsatisfactory train service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
to and from Madrid station, Sask. 

9743. Condition of crossings over the Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway in 
the district of St. Adelaide de Pabos, Que. 

3744, Excessive rates charged by the Bell Telephone Company for telephone ser- 
vice in North Toronto, Ont. 

3745. Grand Trunk Railway Company, for leaving cars of dynamite standing on 
Blue Bonnet siding near Ville Ste. Pierre, Que., for a considerable length of time. — 

3746. Loss of a parcel shipped from Ottawa, Ont., to Roleau, Sask., via the 
Dominion Express Company. 

8747. Manner in which the Algoma Central Railway Company are constructing 
bridge across the West river near Loon Lake, Ont. 

3748. Freight rates on fire bricks from St. Paul or Minnesota transfer to points 
in Canada. 

3749, Passenger rates of the Canadian Northern Railway Company between 
Toronto and Orono, Ont. 

3750. Failure of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany, (C.P.R.), to file with the assessment commissioner of the municipality, a 
statement of the lands they had acquired for right of way purposes, in the town 
ship of Clarke, Ont. / 

9751. Additional charge by railway companies of ten cents for manifest fee. 

3752. Alleged excessive freight rates on car of settlers’ effects shipped pe | 
Wawota to Artland, Sask., via the Canadian Pacifie and Grand Trunk Pacifie rail- | 
ways. t 

3753. Expropriation of land by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in th 
southwest quarter section of township 22, range 25, W. 3 M., Sask. 1 


; 
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3754. Proposed action of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company in discon- 
tinuing the maintenance of a station at Grand Forks, BC. 

3755. Unsatisfactory freight service of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific 
Railway Companies for the shipment of fresh meats from Chatham, Ont., to east- 
ern markets. 

3156, Rate charged by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on a ear of 
barley shipped from Sedgewick, Alta., to Winnipeg, Man. 

3757. Inadequate car sealing system of the Grand Trunk Railway Company. 

3758. Express rates between Montreal, Que., and Shubenacadie, N.S. 

3759. Stock killed on the Canadian Northern railway in the vicinity of Katrime. 
Man., owing to lack of proper fencing and cattle guards, 

3760. Olassification of liquid soap in barrels. 

3761. Classification given to articles generally known as “ plumbers’ supplies.” 

3762, Condition of the Grand Trunk Railway Company’s track between North 
Bay and Toronto, Ont. 

3763. Delay of the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company in unloading ear 
of grain at Fort William, Ont., shipped from Coblenz, Sask. 

3764, Condition of the roadbed of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in the 
vicinity of Cayuga, Ont. 

3765. Blocking of crossing over the Michigan Central railway on the gravel 
road between the townships of Sandwich East and Sandwich West, at the east end 
f the Windsor yards. 

3766. Canadian Northern Railway Company’s proposed elevated tracks across the 
Haymarket square in the city of Montreal, Que. 

3767. Loss and inconvenience caused by the widening of the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s right of way in the vicinity of Erickson, B.C. 

3768. Bell Telephone Company’s rates over party line in connection with its 
Tuntingdon, Que., exchange. 

3769. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Sleeman, Ont. 

3770. Danger to pedestrians crossing the Victoria bridge, leading from Point St. 
Yharles to St. Lambert, Que., after dark, owing to there being no lights. 

3771. Damage to railway right of way fences by farmers in the vicinity of Dunn 
nd Portage la Prairie, Man. 

3772. Condition of the Canadian Northern Quebee Railway Company’s station at 
te. Marie Salomee, Que. 

3773. Rate on coal from Matapedia to Cape Cove, Que., via the Quebee Oriental 
nd Atlantic, Quebec and Western railways. 

3774. Inconvenience and expense incurred owing to lack of connection between 
2¢ Grand Trunk and Central Ontario railways at Trenton, Ont., for Picton, Ont. 

3775. Delay on the Grand Trunk railway to a shipment of rubber hose and belting 
om Passaic, N.J., to Ouitchowan Falls, Que. 

3776. Unsatisfactory handling of freight by the Canadian Northern Railway 
ompany at Port Arthur, Ont. 

3777. Delay to a.car of starch shipped from Cardinal, Ont., to Regina, Sask., via 
tle Grand Trunk and Grand Trunk Pacific railways. 

3778. Freight and demurrage charges on a car of posts shipped from Whitemouth, 
an., on the Canadian Pacific railway, to Mentmore siding, on the Canadian Northern 

ilway. 

3779. Dangerous level crossing over the Central Ontario railway at Hastings 
ad, about one mile south of Bancroft, Ont. 

3780. Proposed increase in switching rates as covered by aris: Go Cr 
2677 and O.P., C.R.C., E-2538. 

3781. Dangerous level crossing over the Grand Trunk railway at Perth road, one: 
Je north of Kiagston, Ont. 
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3789 Service rendered by the Bell Telephone Company in the city of Toronto, On 
3783. Alleged excessive charges of the Bell Telephone Company for the installation 


of a private telephone at Montreal, Que. . 
9784, Alleged excessive charge of the Canadian Express Company on a parces 


of toys shipped from Toronto, Ont., to Newport Centre, Que. 
3785. Lack of fire guards on the Canadian Northern railway where it- crosses 
section 9-50-2, W. 4 M., Alta. 
3786. Delay of the Canadi 
wheat loaded at Vawn, Sask. 
8787. Rate charged on settler’s effects shipped from Creston, B.C., to Canfield 
Junction, Ont., via the Canadian Pacific railway. 
3788, Unsatisfactory train service provided by the C 
Company at Arden and Mountain Grove, Ont. | 
3789. Unsatisfactory switching service of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 


at complainant’s works at West Toronto, Ont. 
3790. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in moving two cars OF 
wheat from Brancepeth, Sask. 4 
3791, Switching charges of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company 
on a ear of coal shipped from Buffalo, N.Y., for delivery to the Grand Trunk Railway 
Company at Hamilton, Ont. 
3799. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to allow complainants 
twenty-four hours, under rule 2 of the Car Service Rules, for designating the points 
at which they desire cars placed for unloading at Mile End. ; 
3793. Refusal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to settle elaim for horse 
killed in the vicinity of Purple Springs, Alta. 
3794, Alleged excessive charge of the Dominion Express Company on two sack 
of flour shipped from Elstow to Blucher, Sask. 
3795. Delay to a car of wheat shipped from Drake, Sask., to Fort William, Ont. 
via the Canadian Pacific railway. 
3796. Storage rates charged on baggage by railway companies in Western Canada. — 
3797. Uncompleted condition of Canadian Northern Railway Company's a 
at main read leading to the village of Glenavon, Sask., north of section 24-14-9, W. 27mm 
3798. Shortage of cars on the Temisconata and Intercolonial railways. , 
3799. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Northern railway at Spring Creek, Sask 
320), Unsatisfactory train service provided by the Canadian Pacific Railwa 
Company at Blandford station, Ont. 4 
8801, Unsatisfactory train service of the Grand Trunk Railway Company betwee 
Toronto and Peterboro, Ont. $ 
3802. Inadequate accommodation of the Grand Trunk Railway Company fc 
handling freight at Quebec, Que. | 
8803. Lack of fencing on the Canadian Northern Railway in the vicinity ¢ 
Katrime, Man., resulting in horses being killed. | 
3304. Inability of complainant to obtain settlement of claim for damage to shi | 
ment of apples by frost while in transit from Bowmanville, Ont., to Winnipeg, Mar 
via the Grand Trunk Railway, Northern Navigation Company and Canadian Pacit 
railway. | 
3305. Inability of complainant to obtain wages due him from the Canad 
Northern Railway Company. i 
3806. Shortage of cars on the Canadian Pacific railway for the shipment of produ 
from the St. John, N.B., valley. ; 
8807. Cancellation contained in Supplement No. 7 to Great Northern Railw 
Company’s Tariff C.R.C. 885, taking out through rates on lumber from Baynes @ 
Waldo, B.C., via Fernie, B.C., to Canadian Pacific Railway points. i 
3808. Refusal of the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company to honour retw 
portion of ticket between Boston and Hantsport, N.S., which was sold to complai 
as an ‘unlimited’ ticket. 
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3809. Rate on mill feeds shipped from Lethbridge, Alta., to Sweet Grass, Montana, 
over the lines of the Canadian Pacific and Great Northern Railway Companies. ? 

3810. Erection of snow fences on complainant’s property by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company at Perdue, Sask. 

3811. Inconvenience experienced by complainant and friends through being put 
off the train at the wrong station when travelling from Edmonton to Junkins, Alta., 
via the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

3812. Proposed removal of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s station from 
its present site at Burdett, Alta. 

3818. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s toll of $5 per car for switching lumber 
from complainants’ siding at Port Arthur to the interchange between the C. P. R. and 
OC. N. R. at Port Arthur, on traffic destined for delivery on C. N. R. sidings at Westfort. 
8814: Flooding of complainants’ land at Arnprior, Ont., owing to the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company’s culvert being too small. 

8815. Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s schedule of rates to apply on building 
materials shipped to Montreal, Que. 

3816. Delay of the Temiskaming and Northern Ontario Railway in settling claim 
for box of clothing lost in transit from North Bay to Cobalt, Ont. 

3817. Condition of the Canadian Northern Railway Company’s station at Morin- 
_ville, Alta. 

3818. American Express Company’s charge on a package of furs shipped from 
Kingston, Ont., to Corry, Pa. 

3819. Freight rates on grain and salt from Essex and Windsor, Ont., to Cordova 
Mines, Ont. 

_ 3820. The numerous accidents occuring in the Michigan Central Railroad Com- 
pany’s ‘hump’ yard at Windsor, Ont. 
_ 3821. Freight service of the Canadian Northern Railway Company at Picton, Ont. 

3822. Unsatisfactory connections of the Canadian Northern railway with the 
Grand Trunk railway with regard to points east of Trenton, Ont. 

3823. Lack of shelter for passengers and freight at ‘ Meadows Spur’ in the Beaver 
valley, B.C., on the line of the Great Northern Railway Company. 

3824. Express charges on a parcel of raw furs shipped from Alix, Alta., to Corry, 
PP a. 


¢ 


3825. Express charges on shipments from Montreal and all points east of Trenton, 
Ont., to Picton, Ont. 

3826. Delay in delivery at Picton, Ont., of express shipments from points east of 
-Trenton, Ont. 

3827. Condition of the Hallboro-Beulah branch of the Canadian Northern Railway 
Company. 

3828. Delay in tranzit to car of wheat shipped from Fielding, Sask., to Port Arthur 
Ont., via the Canadian Northern railway. . 

3829. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in settling for right 
of way through complainant’s land. 

3830. Refusal of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company 
to provide complainant with a cattle pass on his property in lots 22 and 23, concession 
4, township of Hinchinbrooke, Ont. 

3831. Uncompleted state of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Lacombe- 
Moose Jaw branch. 

. 3832. Closing of farm crossing and ditch by the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
at Huntingdon, Que. ; 
3833. Uncompleted condition of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Kerrobert-Wilkie branch. - 
3834. Delay of the Canadian Northern Railway Company in moving a shipment 
of oats loaded at Ridgeville, Man. 
-__- 8835. Alleged excessive charges on a shipment of coal from Colgate to Goodwater, 
Sask., and from Colgate to Radville, Sask., via the Canadian Northern railway. 
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APPENDIX “ B.” i 
LIST OF APPLICATIONS HEARD AT PUBLIC SITTINGS OF THE BOARDS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDING THE 3ist OF MARCH, 1913. : 


3378. Application, K. and P. Ry., under section 167, for approval of plans show- 
ing proposed alteration of location of station at Godfrey, Ont. File 19099. 

Order made refusing the avplication. ; 

3379. Application, C.V. Ry., for authority to construct connection from main 
track of the said C.V. Ry. at mile 1-8 from Farnham, Que., northwesterly to con- , 
nection with C.P.R. spur to military camp and to use said spur. File 17794. 
(Adjourned hearing). 

Order made granting the application subject to certain terms and conditions as_ 
set forth in the order. See order No. 16466. 

3380. Application, C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 159, for an order authoriz-_ 
ing the loeation of a portion of its Glen Tay to Belleville branch line from mile 15, 
on the westerly boundary of the township of South Sherbrooke, thence in a south-— 
westerly direction across the townships of Oso, Bedford and Hinchinbrooke, cross- 
ing the tracks of the K. and P. Ry. near its Parham station, to the westerly boundary > 
of the township of Hinchinbrooke at mile 38.5, all in the county of Frontenac, Ont. — 
File 3701.6. 

Order made granting the application. 

3381. Application, C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 159, for an order approving 
the location of its Glen Tay to Cobourg line from mileage 38-5, (Glen Tay being at _ 
mileage zero), at the eastern boundary of the township of Sheffield, thence in a south- 
westerly direction to mileage 58-5 at the western boundary of the township of Rich-— 
mond, all in the united counties of Lennox and Addington. File 3701.10. 

Order made granting the application. 

3382. Application, C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 159, for an order approving 
the location of its Glen Tay to Cobourg line from mileage 38-5, (Glen Tay being at 
mile zero), through the townships of Tynedinaga and Thurlow, to mileage 75-45 at 
the eastern boundary of lot 9, concession of the said township of Thurlow. File 
8701.11. : 

Order made approving the location from mile 68 to 75-45. 

3383. Application, C.L.O. and W. Ry., under sections 159 and 167, for an order 
(a) approving the location of a portion of its Glen Tay to Cobourg line from a point 
on lot 23, concession 1, township of Sydney, county of Hastings, province of Ontario, | 
at mileage 79-5 (from Glen Tay), thence in a westerly direction to the western 
boundary of the town of Trenton (also being the western boundary of the county of 
Hastings) in the said township of Sydney, at mileage 88-21, and (6) authorizing 
the applicant company to take possession of a portion of the C.N.O. Ry. Co.’s right | | 
of way at mileage 79-5. File 3701.7. 

Order made authorizing the railway company to take possession of a portion oft 
the C.N.O. Railway Company’s right of way, as shown on plan filed with the Board. 

3385 follows 3383. Application, C.N.O. Ry., for an order authorizing the opera- : 
tion of its trains across the tracks of the C.P.R., and G.T.R. at the St. Lawrence | 
oa Ottawa Junction on the east side of the Rideau River, near Ottawa, Ont. File 
5878.244. Nore: Board will take up matter of operation of interlocking plant by 
ag towers instead uf one. . 

Order made directing the C.N.O. Ry. Co. to pay the cost of the change proposed 
to be made to the interlocking plant at the crossing in question. Cost of maintain- 
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ing the said interlocking plant to be divided equally between the New York and 
Ottawa Ry. Co., the C.P. Ry Co., the G.T. Ry Co. and the C.N.O. Ry. Co. See 
order No. 16451. 

3386. In re application of J. Y. Rochester, et al., for an order, under section 233, 
directing the G.T.P. to construct a bridge across part of the entrance to Cameron bay 
so as to leave an entrance of 45 feet for the passage of barges and other small craft 
beneath the same from Prince Rupert harbour to the said Cameron bay. Note: The 
G.T.P. is required to show cause why an order should not go imposing a penalty on 
the company for non-observance of order 15735. 

3387. Application of the G.T.P. for an extension of time to comply with order 
15735, in connection with application of J. Y. Rochester, et al. File 3452.30. 

Order made directing that the G.T.P. Ry. Co. be subject to a penalty of $100 a 
day for every day from May 13, 1912, that the work required to be constructed under 
order 15735, remains uncompleted. See order 16503. 

3388. Application, city of Ottawa, Ont., under section 238, for an order directing 
the G.T.R. to provide for the protection, safety and convenience of the public, where 
the railway company crosses Bronson avenue, by carrying the highway over the 
company’s tracks at such point, and by constructing and maintaining a bridge or such 
other work as may be necessary therefor. File 10488. 

Order made directing the crossing at Bronson avenue, in the city of Ottawa, be 
protected by overhead structure, the cost of the work, including abutal, or land 
damages to be divided as follows:—20 per cent (not exceeding the sum of $5,000) to 
be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund, one-half of the remainder to be paid 
by the city of Ottawa, and one-half by the G.T.R. Co. If the Ottawa Electric Street 
railway at any future time decides to use the bridge, application may be made to the 
Board to readjust the cost of the said work. See order No. 16811. 

38389. Complaint, Lennox Tice, of Riviére qui Barre, Alta., against rule 19 of the 
Canadian Classification. 

Irrespective of the minimum charge of 35 cents, the companies will be required 
to show why the minimum charge for freight classified first-class, or lower, should not 
be as for 100 pounds at the class or community rate to which it belongs; and for 
freight classified higher than first-class rate. File 19312. 

Judgment reserved. 

3390. The G.T.R. and C.P.R. will be required to justify the higher rates on 
ex-lake corn from Lake Huron and Georgian Bay ports than are charged on wheat and 
oats ex-lakes. 

Also to show cause why the rate on cornmeal and other grain products from 
Montreal to St. John, N.B., should not be reduced from 173 cents to 15 cents per 
100 pounds. 

See judgment of Commissioner McLean, dated March 6, 1912, on the application of 
the Transportation Bureau of the Montreal Board of Trade. File 17819. 

3391. (a) That the C.P.R. grant milling-in-transit privileges at Sudbury, in 
connection with wheat shipments from Port Arthur, Fort William, and Westfort, and 
re-shipments of the flour manufactured therefrom to New York for export. 

(b) That the O.P.R. grant a commodity rate of 15 cents per 100 pounds on grain 
from Port Arthur, Fort William, and Westfort, to Sudbury, for milling purposes ; the 
product to be re-shipped to Canadian points not covered by the milling-in-transit 
arrangement, or which enters into local consumption at Sudbury. File 19001. 

Complaint withdrawn by applicant. 

3392. Application, Canadian Freight Association, for recision of order of the 
Board No. 6844, dated April 6, 1909, issued on the application of the said association, 
in so far as it relates to the commodity rates on wire fencing and netting, in carloads, 
from Hamilton, Windsor, and Walkerville to points east of Toronto, therein prescribed. 
File 7346. Case 3210. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 16395. 
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3393. Complaint, J. L. Boyes, Napanee, Ont., relative to alleged excessive charges 
of express companies for 0.0.D. collections and remittances. File 4214.226. 

Order made that the express companies prepare tariff or a supplement to the 
Express Classification showing a scale of charges for the return of the proceeds of 
G. O. D’s upon other than merchandise rates basis, and file with the Board by the 27th 
of July, 1912. 

3394, Nothwithstanding the conditions of carriage of express freight by one or 
more companies, as amended by Supplement 7 to the Express Classification for Canada 
No. 2, or of other classification or tariff conditions, rules, regulations or exceptions 
relating to joint traffic, the Canadian Northern Express Company will be required to 
justify the higher tolls it is charging from points on the Central Ontario railway, to 
Canadian and Dominion Express Companies’ points, than were formerly charged by 
the Canadian and Dominion Express Companies between the same points. File 
4914,915. 

No Order made. See judgment of the Chief Commissioner dated the 17th of 
April, 1912. Appendix ‘ C’ 

3395. Application of the city of Salaberry de Valleyfield, P.Q., for order compelling 
the G.T.R. to remove gate and erect proper crossing at intersection of Edmond street 
and the railway. (Adjourned hearing). File 9437.710. 

Application dismissed. 

3396. Application of the parish of St. Philippe, P.Q., for an order directing the 
O.P.R. to provide a suitable and safe crossing where the same intersects the highway 
in that parish. (Adjourned hearing.) File 9437.726. 

Railway company stated that matter had been arranged between the parties and 
company would report to the Board as soon as the work was completed. 

3397. Petition of the residents of Laprairie, P.Q., for an order directing the 
G.T.R. to provide better train service to and from that point. (Adjourned hearing.) 
File 19026. 

Judement reserved. Matter referred to the chief operating officer of the Board to 
investigate. 

3398. Petition from the residents in the vicinity of Ste. Martine, St. Constant and 
St. Chrysostome, P.Q., that the G.T.R. be directed to keep station at Beauharnois 
warm during the winter. File 15306. : 

Matter reported upon by the chief operating officer of the Board and no order i 
deemed necessary. , 

3399. Petition from the residents in the vicinity of Ste. Martine, St, Constant and } 
St. Chrysostome, P.Q., that commutation tickets be furnished on demand by the — 
G.T.R. the same as given by the N.Y.C. and H.R.R. and the O.P.R., e. g., for Rigaud — 
and Ste. Agathe des Monts, P.Q. File 19569. 3 

Matter reported upon by the chief operating officer of the Board, and no order 
deemed necessary. 2 

3400. Complaint from the residents in the vicinity of Ste. Martine, St. Constant — 
and St. Chrysostome, P.Q., relative to insufficient car supply on the G.T.R., for the 
shipment of hay from that district. File 19568. : 

Matter reported upon by the chief operating officer of the Board, and no order — 
deemed necessary. 

' 3401. Petition from the residents in the vicinity of Ste. Martine, St. Constant and 
St. Chrysostome, P.Q., for better train service and equipment on the G.T.R. Fort 
Covington-Montreal line. File 19348. 

Matter reported upon by the chief operating officer of the Board, and no order 
deemed necessary. 

3402. Complaint from the municipality of Ste. Philomene, P.Q., relative to G.T.R. 
train service between Montreal and Masenna Springs and their refusal to install an 
agent at Ste. Philomene station. File 19426. 

Matter reported upon by the chief operating officer of the Board, and no orde 
deemed necessary. 
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3403. Re Park Avenue subway, town of St. Louis, P.Q., under the tracks of the 
Canadian Railway Company. (Nortr) The city to show cause why this subway should 
not be immediately constructed. File 12919. 

Order made that the city of Montreal commence work on or before May 15, 1912, 
and complete same within six months. 

3404. Application of the Chamber of Commerce of Joliette, P.Q., for an order 
requiring the C.P.R. to grant to the said town the same rates of freight as are 
granted to the city of Montreal for all shipments from Joliette to all points west and 
east of Quebec Junction, including all branches, in order to make Joliette a competing 
point, so as to be on the same footing as Montreal. File 4830. 

Application withdrawn, the parties having reached a settlement. ; 

3405. Application of manufacturers of Oshawa, Ontario, for an order authorizing 
the C.N.O.R. Co’s industrial spur in the town of Oshawa, Ontario, from the southern 
limit of Bond street to mileage 3-95. File 18653. 

Application dismissed. 

3406. Application of the town of Welland, Ontario, for authority to open Major 
street across the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company in Welland. (Adjourned 
hearing.) File 18923. 

Order made granting leave to town to open Major street at its own expense in 
‘accordance with the standard specifications of the Board, the crossing to be protected 
by a day and a night watchman selected by the Grand Trunk Railway Company and 
‘paid for by the town. 

3407. Application, town of Welland, Ont., for authority to construct pavement on 
South Main street across G.T.R. spur to the works of M. Beatty & Sons. File 19621. 

Arranged between the parties. 

3408. Complaint from Mr. J. O. Hall, commercial traveller, Toronto, Ont., relative 
to missing G.T.R. connection at Belleville, Ont., when en route to Madoc, Ont., 
although he notified the conductor that he wished to make this connection. File 19445. 

Complaint dismissed. 

3410 follows 3408. Consideration of the matter of protection of the crossing of 
the Walkerton and Lucknow railway at Hutton Hill, township of Bentinck, county 
of Grey, Ontario. File 9018. 2 
_ Order made directing the railway company to install an electric bell at the said 
crossing by August 3, 1912, and to maintain the said bell at its own expense, 20 per 
cent of the cost of installing the bell to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund and the remainder to be paid by the railway company. See Order 16428. 

3411. Complaint of A. G. Glarry, Locust Hill, Ontario, alleging dangerous con- 
ditions and lack of protection of C.P.R. crossing at that point. File 9437.780. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Company to install within three months an 
electric bell, 20 per cent of the cost which is to be paid out of The Railway Grade 
Crossing Fund. 

3412. Application of the O.L.O. and W. Ry. Co., under sections 167, 159 and 176, 
for an order authorizing revision of location from mileage 134.68 at a point on the 
centre line of road allowance between the townships of Hope and Clarke, opposite lot 35, 
concession 1, township of Hope, thence westerly through the townships of Darlington 
and Clarke, to mileage 155.66 to a point allowance betwen the townships of Darlington 
and Whitby, Ontario, excepting thereout the town of Bowmanville, and for an order 
authorizing the location through the town of Bowmanville, Ont. File 3701-17. 

’ Order made approving the location. 2 

3413. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co., under sections 159, 167 and 176, 
for approval of location mileage 124.83 to 127.34 through township of Hope, town of 
Port Hope; for authority to revise mileage 127.34 to 134.68, township of Hope; and 
for authority to expropriate G.T.R. lands. 

Order made granting the application. See order 16471. a 

3414, Application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway under 
section 227 for authority to construct its tracks over the tracks of the Canadian 
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Northern Ontario spur on the north-west bank of the Trent river, Trenton, Ont., mile- — 
age 87-86. File 3701-21. 

Order made, upon consent, approving the location. 

3415, Application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway under 
section 227, for authority to construct at mileage 88.09 over the tracks of the Central 
Ontario Railway in the town of Trenton, Ont. (Glen Tay to Cobourg line.) File 
3701.22. 

Order made, upon consent, approving the location. 

2416. Consideration of the resolution-of the Board of Trade of Aylmer, Ont., | 
regarding the unsatisfactory arrival of G.T.R. train No. 22 at that point in the morn- 
ing. File 9644, Part 2. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective June 23, 1912. Copies of service agreed on to be filed by railway company 
and served on parties interested. 

3417. Resolution of the town of Simcoe, Ont., complaining against train service 
furnished by the Grand Trunk Railway into and out of Simcoe and vicinity, particu-_ 
larly to and from the city of Hamilton. File 9644, Part 1. | 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective Tune 23, 1912. Copies of service agreed on to be filed by railway company | 
and served on parties interested. 

3418, Complaint Board of Trade, Dunnville, Ontario, relative to unsatisfactory 
train service of Grand Trunk Railway on Caledonia to Hamilton line. File 9644.1. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective June 23, 1912. Copies of service agreed on to be filed by railway company 
and served on parties interested. 

3419. Consideration of the matter of train service by the Grand Trunk Railway 
between Canfield Junction and Port Dover, Ontario. File 11759. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective June 23, 112. Copies of service agreed upon to be filed by railway company 
and served on parties interested. 

8490. Consideration of the matter of train service of Grand Trunk Railway 
between Hamilton and St. Thomas, Ontario, via the air line. File 11760. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change in timetable to become 
effective June 23, 1912. ‘Copies of service agreed upon to be filed by railway company 
and served on parties interested. 

3491. Re delays to trains of Grand Trunk Railway operated by the air line by the 
operation of the Wabash Railway trains over that line. File 11761. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective June 23, 1912. Copies of service agreed upon to be filed by railway company 
and served on parties interested. 

2499. Resolution of the village of Cayuga, Ont., for additional train service to 
and from that point by Grand Trunk Railway. File 6930. 

Settled between the parties. Arrangement re change of time table to become 
effective June 23, 1912. Copies of service agreed upon to be filed by railwev eompany 
and served on parties interested. 

3423. Complaint of the Muskoka Wood Manufacturing Co., Ltd., Huntsville, 
Ont., alleging car shortage and discrimination in the matter of supplying cars by the 
Grand Trunk Railway. File 19319. 

Complaint withdrawn. a 

3424. Complaint of Dominion Millers Association re delay in moving grain | 
flour shipped from Fort William and Port Arthur during the months of January. 
February and March, 1908. File 9473, Case 4742. (Adjourned hearing.) 

No action taken. Judgment reserved. | 

3425. General shortage of cars and operating facilities. Tiles 18705; 18705.1 
18705-2. (To be taken up with No. 26.) | 

Judgment reserved. | 
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3426. Application town of Goderich under section 228 for an order directing that 
the lines of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Paciiie railways be connected at or near 
Goderich Harbour, Ont. File 8007, Case 3613. (Note) Board will consider question 
of division of cost of spur. 

Order made refusing to vary the terms of order 15777. See order 16438. 

3427, Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 237 ‘and 238, for 
an order directing the O.P.R. to protect the crossing at Lansdowne avenue, Toronto, 
Ont., near Royce avenue. File 9437.774. 

Order made directing the protection of Lansdowne avenue, by gates to be installed 
by the C.P.R. Co. by June 2, 1912, cost of constructing gates to ke paid as follows: 
30 per cent by; the city of Toronto, 30 per cent by the 'C.P.R. Co., 20 per cent by the 
Canada Foundry Co. and 20 per cent out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the 
cost of maintenance to be borne and paid, one-third by the city of Toronto, one-third 
by the railway Company and one-third by the Canada Foundry Co. ‘See Order No. 
16444, 

3428. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway re King street terminals, 
Toronto, Ont., for approval of plans showing encrouchments on Front street and work 
to be done at that point. File 14163. 

Order made granting the application. See order 16837. 

3429. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its lines and tracks across Symes road, Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 
12021 .10. 

Order made granting the application. See order 16432. 

3430 Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 227, for authority to cross 
industrial spur of the city of Toronto, south of Winchester street, Toronto, Ont., mile 
253 from Ottawa, Ont. (File 3878.501.) 

Application withdrawn. 

3431. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Weston Plan road, Toronto, Ont., by means of structure carry- 
ing the railway over the highway. File 12021.84. 

Order made authorizing the crossing by means of a subway 56 feet wide. See 
order 16467. 

3432. Application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under 
section 227, for authority to cross the tracks of the G.T.R. near Davenport road, 
Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 12021.22. 

Order made granting the application. Chief engineer of the board to decide what 
lands are to be given to the G.T. Ry. Co. for the lands taken from it. See order 17080. 

3433. Application of the G.T.R. for approval of plans of change of location and 
details of construction with part one of Toronto Grade Separation, Toronto, Ont. 

Norre.—The question of the construction and maintenance of the flooring of the 

subways may be spoken to. File 588.6. 

No order necessary. 

3434. Petition Breakwater Construction and Engineering Company for an order 
authorizing the construction of siding to stone quarry on lots 13 and 14, concession 1, 
and broken front, lake Erie, township of Bertie, Ont., on line of Grand Trunk railway. 
File 19676. f 

By consent the railway company to file an amended plan and, on application, the 
spur to be constructed in thirty days. 

3435. Complaint of David Maxwell & Sons, of St. Mary’s, Ont., that the rates on 
cypress lumber from Taft and Ramos, La., to Hamilton, London and St. Mary’s, Ont., 
discriminate in favour of Hamilton and London against St. Mary’s, and applying 
for an equalization of rates. File 17050. 

No order made. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission having suspended until December 15, 1912, 
the operation of the schedule containing joint international rates on lumber originating 
in the territory south of the Ohio river. 
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3436, Complaint of the Cadwell Sand and Brick Company of Windsor, Ont., 
against the increased rates on bricks from Bradford, Penn., to points in Southern 
Ontario. File 19391. 

Board decided that the rates charged by the railway company on pressed brick 
are not unreasonable. See judgment of Commissioner McLean dated March 25, 1913. 
Appendix “B”. 

3437. Application of the Department of Lands of the Province of British Colum-. 
bia for an order regulating the operation of railway locomotives within the province of 
British Columbia with regard to the spreading of fires upon adjacent lands in the dry 
season of the year. (Adjourned hearing.) Note. Draft regulations are set down for 
discussion. File 4741. 

Order made directing that a circular issue giving specific instructions in connec- 
tion with order No. 16520, dated May 22, 1912, to enginemen, conductors, brakemen and 
firemen, on all roads subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. 

3488. Application of the Canadian Press, Limited, Toronto, that the G.N.W. Tele- 
eraph Company and the Western Union Telegraph Company be required to file with 
the Board, press service rate in all Canadian territory. File 12002-1. 

Order made refusing application, requiring the Great North Western Telegraph 
Co. and the Western Union Telegraph Co. to provide special tolls for press service, 
and directing the C.P.R. Telegraph Co., the G.N.W. and the Western Union Telegraph 
Co. to restore the rate of 25 cents per 100 words for press specials in the Maritime 
Provinces, rate to become effective June 17, 1912. 

3439. Application, town of Walkerton, Ont., regarding Walkerton and Lucknow | 
Railway bridge across Saugecn river. File 6813. 

Order made in accordance with the consent, minutes filed. 

2440, Consideration of the new regulations relating to “baggage of excess size” 
published and filed by the G.T.P., C.N.R., O. and N. Ry. and Wab. R.R. Cos., effective 
July 1, 1912, which regulation by orders of the Board, has been suspended sine die 
until the parties affected can be heard. 

Order made, effective date to be 1st July, 1912. 

3441. Complaints to various universities, colleges and schools, that the railway 
companies which carry students at one-half the one way fare, with minimum of $207 
per capita, purpose withdrawing and cancelling the arrangement on and after July 
1 next, and applying for an order requiring the companies to comtinue the arrange-§ 
ment. File 19419. : 

Judgment reserved. , 

3442, Complaint of the Pacific Fruit Express Co., and Santa Fe Refrigerator 
Despatch Co., alleging that the railway companies between Lake Superior and British” 
Columbia discriminate against them by refusing to pay mileage for the use of 
refrigerator cars owned and operated by complainants in the performance of trans~ 
portation as common carriers and applying for an order requiring payment of such 
compensation where now refused File 8033.2. p 

No order made. Carriers to file a tariff covering this particular case. 1 

3443. Petition, Elmira Board of Trade, Elmira, Ont., for an order directing” 
the O.P.R. and G.T.R. to provide interswitching facilities at that point. File 18,762. 

Judgment reserved, the petitioners to advise the Board whether or not they or 
the town of Elmira will contribute anything towards the cost of providing inter= 
switching facilities at Elmira ‘ 

3444, Application, C.N.O.R., under sections 228 and 237, for authority to con 
struct spur from a point on joint section of O.P.R. and C.N.O.R. at Parry Sound 
into the premises of the Canada Chemical Company’s smelter, crossing Prospect and 
sats streets, and for authority to expropriate a strip on Waubeek street. File 

74, 


Order made authorizing the construction of the spur. See order 16656. 
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3445. Application C.L.O. and W.R., under section 159 for approval of location 


Glen Tay: to Cobourg line from mileage 68 to 75.45. File 3701.11. 


Order made granting the application. 

3446. Application C.L.O. and W. R., under sections 159, 167, and 176, for approval 
of revised location from mile 75.45 through township of Thurlow and city of Belle- 
ville to mile 77.75 approving location mile 77.75 to 79.5 on west boundary of east 
half of lot 31, concession 1, township of Sidney, Ont., for authority to expropriaote 
C.N.O.R. tracks, mile 76 to 77 and right of way from mile 76 to 79-4. File 3701-29. 

Order made granting the application. 

3447. Application C.L.O. and W.R., under sections 159, 167 and 176 for an order. 

(a) Approving of a revision in the location of its Glen Tay to Cobourg line, as 
previously approved by order of the Board No. 15289, from mile 75.45 (Glen Tay 
being at mile zero), thence in a westerly direction through the townships of Thurlow 
and city of Belleville, in the county of Hastings, to mile 77.32, in the block of land 
lying to the southwest of the corner of Dundas street and Bay Ridge road in the said 
city. 

(b) Approving of location of its said line from mile 79.2 at the western boundary 
of the road allowance, between lots 32 and 33, concesion 1, township of Sydney, thence 
in a westerly direction to mile 79.5, in lot 31 of the last mentioned concession. 

(c) Authorizing it to take possession of the right of way and tracks of the 
C.N.O.R. in the said city of Belleville, from mile 77.28 at the westerly boundary of 


_ Bay Bridge road; thence in a westerly direction to mile 79.5, at a point in lot 32, 


concession 1, township of Sydney. Adjourned hearing. File 3701.12. 

Application as covered by a and 6 struck out. No action taken. As regards c. 
order made as applied for. 

3449 follows 3447. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 159, for approvai 
of location from mileage 160-86 from Glen Tay at a point on= the, boundary line 
between the townships of East Whitby and Whitby, through the town of Whitby and 
township of Pickering, to mileage 177-30, Ontario. File 3701-23. 

Order made approving the location of the applicant company’s line from mileage 
174 to 176 from Glen Tay. See order 17362. 

3450. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to con- 
struct tracks of its proposed Glen Tay to Cobourg line across tracks of the B. of Q. 
R. at mileage 44.03, in lot 33, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont. Adjourned 


hearing. File 3701.9. 


oe 
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Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 17012. 

8451. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 
Glen Tay to Cobourg line across tracks C.N.O.R. mileage 94.91, in lot 27.8, concession 
“B,” township of Brighton, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3701.20. 

Order made granting the application on terms set forth in judgment of Assistant 
Chief Commissioner. 

3452. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 
across tracks of the Grand Junction Railway, (G.T.R.) on Pinnacle street, near corner 
of Dundas street, Belleville, Ont. File 3791.27. 

Order made granting the application. 

3453. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 


‘its tracks mileage 162.93, over’ the G.T. R. , Whitby, Ont., by means of overhead bridge. 


File 3701.24. 

Application withdrawn. 

3454. Application, ©.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to cross with 
its Glen Tay to Cobourg line the tracks - the G.T.R. main line in lot 27, concession 2 
township of Thurlow, Ont., mileage 70.74. File 3701.15. 

Application refused. 
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3455. Application, C.L.O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 
its Glen Tay to Cobourg line across the tracks of the Thurlow railway or the Canada 
Cement Company’s spur in the township of Thurlow, Ont. File 3701.16. 

Order made granting the application. 

3456. Application, C. L. O. and W.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 
across tracks of the Pointe Anne railway (Canada Cement Co, owners) in 15, conces- 
sion 1, township of Thurlow, Ont., mileage 74.24. File 3701.19. 

Order made providing for crossing and interlocker. 

3457. Application, G.B.S.R. (C.P.R.) under sections 151 and 178, for authority 
to construct drain along its right-of-way through the lands of F. Walden, in southeast 
quarter of lot 25, concession 5, township of Ops, Ont., and for authority to expropriate 
lands for such purpose. File 19757. 

Order made granting the application and authorizing the company to take, for 
such purposes as they desire, the lands described in the order. See order 17212. 

3458. Consideration of the question of the elimination of the grade crossing of 
C.P.R. at Yonge street, North Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 9437.153. 

Order made granting the application. 

3459. Application, corporation of the city of Toronto, for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to erect gates or such other protection as the Board may deem proper at 
Dovercourt road crossing, Toronto, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 9487.724. 

Order made pending the separation of the grade and directing the O.P.R. Co. te 
protect the said crossing with a day and a night watchman, one-half the expense to 
be borne by the applicant and one-half by the railway company. See order 16665. 

3460. Application, O.P.R., under section 222, for authority to construct spur from 
a point on its Toronto to London line (Ontario and Quebec) lot 10, concession ‘ G,” 
township of Etobicoke, Ont., thence northerly for distance of 4.55 miles to connect 
with Toronto to Owen Sound line (Toronto, Grey and Bruce) in lot 11, concession 5, 
township of York. (Adjourned hearing.) File 17040. 

Application dismissed. ' 

3461. Application, C.P.R., under section 237, for authority to construct its pro- 
posed Lambton to Weston line across and to divert certain highways in townships of 
York and Etobicoke, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 17040.2. 

Order made that application be dismissed. 

3462. Application, C.P.R., under section 227, for authority to construct Lambton 
to Weston branch underneath the Toronto to Sarnia branch of the G.T.R. in the 
village of Weston, Ont., the said Lambton to Weston line being from lot 10, conces- 
sion ‘©,’ township of Etobicoke, to Toronto to Owen Sound line, lot 11, concession 
5, township of York, Ont. File 17040.1. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 16662. 

3463. Application, B. of Q.R., for an order to settle terms of interchange of 
trafic with the C.P.R. at Tweed, Ont. File 18621. 

Order made granting the C.P.R. Co. leave to continue to use the spur of the 
applicant company upon payment of the sum of $1 per loaded car. Movement of the 
empties from the opposite direction to be free of charge to the O.P. Ry. Co. 

See order 17372. 

3464. Application, Bell Telephone Co. of Canada respecting crossing over C.P.R. 
and G.T.R., at Brock avenue, Toronto, Ont. File 19486. 

Order made that application be refused. 

3465. Board will consider the plans of new Union Station, Toronto, Ont., sub- 
mited by the railways. Adjourned hearing. File 588. Case 2828. 

Order made approving plans. 

* 3466. Application, Lake Erie and Northern Railway, under sections 234 and 243, 
for approval of highway crossings beginning in the city of Brantford to the terminus 
of said road in the village of Port Dover, Ontario. File 18034.2. 

Order to go wpon agreement between the parties being filed. 
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is 3467. Application of the Lake Erie and Northern Railway Company, under sec- 
tion 227, for leave to cross at grade the tracks of the Brantford and Hamilton Elec- 
tric Railway Company, the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Railway Company, and 
the Grand Valley Railway Company, in the city of Brantford, Ont. File 18034.3. 

Order made granting the application. 

3468. Application, Lake Erie and Northern Railway, under section 227, for ap- 
proval of the crossing of the tracks of the G.T.R. at grade, at the town of Simcoe, 
Ontario. File 18034.5. 

Stands until the applicant company files the plans required by the Board in con- 
nection with this matter. - 

3469. Application of the South Ontario Pacific Railway Company (C.P.R.), under 
section 237, for authority to construct tracks across highway between lots 5 and 6, 
concession 3, township of East Flamboro, Ontario, at mileage 11.27. File 1852.23. 

Order made authorizing the crossing. See order 17203. 
| 3470. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for an order restraining the 
G.T.R. from shunting cars on Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ont. Adjourned hearing. 

Note—This matter set down for further discussion. File 18292. 

Order made that the Grand Trunk Railway Co. compensate existing land owners 
on either side of Ferguson avenue from Cannon street southerly to Rebecca street, 
who were owners prior to the establishment of the Cannon street yard and whose lands 
may be injuriously affectede by the shunting ‘of the company’s cars on Ferguson 
‘avenue, the said compensation to be determined as provided by the Railway Act; or 
‘In the alternative the company shall have the option of purchasing any lands so 
affected; and, if necessary, an order authorizing the expropriation of the lands to be 
made by the Board. 

3471. Application, city of Hamilton for approval of plans showing subway under 
Grand Trunk railway tracks at a point where proposed extension of Birch avenue 
northerly would intersect said line near Sherman inlet, Hamilton, Ontario. File 
17345. 

Order made granting the application. 

3472. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for extension of Birch avenue 
under the tracks of’ the main line of the G.T.R. File 17346. 

Order made granting the application. 

3473. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, for authority to construct 
Dunsmore road across the spur of the T.H. and B. railway in lot 6, concession 2, 
township of Barton, Hamilton, Ont. File 19169. 

Order made granting the application. 

3474. Application of the C.N.O. railway, under section 227, for authority to cross 
the lines and tracks of the G.T.R. near Burlington, Ontario. (Adjourned hearing.) 
File 12021.69. 

No order made. 

-8475.. Application of the township of Nelson, county of Halton, Ontario, for 
hearing as to protection of the G.T.R. crossing at Plains road, west of Burlington 
Junction, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 9437.765. 

Order made refusing the application and directing the construction of a subway, 
$5,000 of the cost of which to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund and of 
the remainder, 5 per cent to be paid by the township of Nelson, 5 per cent by the village 
of Burlington, 25 per cent by the O.N.O.R. and 65 per cent by the G.T.R. Companies, 
detailed plans to be filed by 27th of April, 1913, and work to be completed by Septem- 
(ber 1, 1913. 

| 3476. Application, O.N.O. Ry., under section 159, for approval of location 
through township of East Flamboro, mile 34-84 to 38-54. File 12021.71. 

Order made granting the application. 


| 
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3477. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. for authority to eross the highway between 
lots 8 and 9, concession 1, township of East Flamboro, by means of an overhead 
structure. File 12021.72. ; 

Order made granting the application. 

3478. Application of the city of Hamilton, under section 237, for authority to 
extend Lottridge street from the Beach road to Gilkinson street across line of the 
G.T.R. at lot 7, concession 1, township of Barton, Ontario. File 19227. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3479. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, under section 237, for an 
order authorizing the construction, at grade, of Lottridge street, across the spur lines 
of the T.H. and B. Ry. Co., at lot 7, concession. 1, township of Barton, Ontario. File 
19227 .1. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3480. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ontario, under section 237, for 
authority to extend Lottridge street from the Beach road to Gilkinson street across 
the line of the Hamilton Radial Electric Railway Company. File 19227 .2. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3481. Consideration of the matter of protection of T.H. and B.Ry. crossing at 
Walnut street, Hamilton, Ont. File 9437.867. 

Order made directing the crossing to be protected by a day and night watchman 
at the expense of the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo Ry Co., the question of’ provid- 
ing gates reserved for further consideration. See order 16708. 

3489. Consideration of the matter of protection of the G.T.R. crossing at King 
street and Sherbrooke street, Peterborough, Ont. File 9437.797. f 

Order made that two sets of grates to be erected at King street and tavo sets at 
Sherbrooke street. Question of cost reserved. Gates to be installed within three 
months from the 31st May. 

3483. Application, P.R.R., under sections 227 and 246, for authority to construct 
street railway line across tracks of the G.T.R. and C.P.R. into the works of the Cana- 
dian General Electric Co., on the west side of Park street, Peterborough, Ont. File 
19808. 

Order made granting the application. 

3481. Application, city of Ottawa, Ont., under the Railway Act, for an order 
directing the G.T.R. to remove its tracks from Preston street, Ottawa, Ont. (Ad- 
journed hearing.) File 19344. | 

Order made that application be refused. | 

3485. Aplication, C.A.R. (G.T.R.), sections 222,237 and 59A for authority to 
construct, maintain and operatet a siding for the Export Lumber Company, crossing 
Preston street, in the city of Ottawa, Ont. Adjourned hearing. File 19344.1. | 

Order made that application be granted subject to conditions set forth in order. 
3486. Application, C.P.R., under section 358, for approval of change in locatior 
of station and freight shed at Meath, formely called Graham’s, Ont., lot 20, conceal 
2 east of Westmeath, Ont. Filed 19738. | 

Order made granting the application. 

8487. Complaint of Vancouver, Nanaimo Coal Mining Co., Ltd. that the E. ane 
N.R. refuse to handle private coal cars over their main line. File 19535. Note: The 
railway company will be asked to show cause why such private equipment wher 
properly equipped according to M.O.B. rules should not be handled by the company 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 18246. 

3488. Aplication, Robt. Kelly, for an order approving of location of station t 
be constructed by the G.T.P. on lot 882, group 1, Cassiar district, B.C., and Te 
straining the location of any station upon lot 851, group 1, Cassiar district; and appli 
cation of G.T.P. for approval of location of station grounds and station on lot 851 
group 1, Cassiar district, B. C. File 18787. : : 


4 
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Order made directing the railway company to construct a station on lot 882, 
group 1, Cassiar district, B.C., to be ready for use when the company’s line is open 
for traffic. Leave reserved to the G.T.P. to apply to the Board for approval of the 
station site, which will give adequate facilities to the people of Hazelton. Order No. 


16891 rescinded. See order 16987. 


3489. Consideration of the matter of protection at the Dominion Atlantic Rail- 
way Company’s crossings at Prince street and William street, Hantsport, N.S. File 
9437 .831. 

Order made directing the railway company to install an electric bell at crossing 
of Prince street, to be maintained at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost of in- 
stalling the bell to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, company to have ~ 
a watchman protect the crossing on William street. See order 16735. 


3490. ‘Consideration of the matter of protection of the crossing of the Dominion 


Atlantic Railway Company at Gerrish street, Windsor, N.S. File 9437.88. 


Order made directing the railway company to install a pair of gates at Gerrish 


_ street and to employ day and night watchmen, 20 per cent of the cost to be paid out 
of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund and 20 per cent of the salary of the watchman 


and of the cost of maintenance to be paid by the municipality. See order 17087. 
3491. Consideration of the matter of protetction at Albert and Cedar streets, 

Windsor, N.S., on the line of the Dominion Atlantic Railway Company. File 9437.830. 
Order made that the railway company install, by the 11th August, 1912, an elec- 


tric bell at the crossing of Albert street and maintain the same at its own expense, 
20 per cent of the cost of installing the bell to be paid out of The Railway Grade 
Crossing Fund and the balance by the railway company. 


3492. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the Dominion 


| Atlantic Railway at Standish street, Windsor, N.S. File 9437.829. 


Order made that the railway company install, by the 11th of August, an electric bell 


at the said crossing and maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the 


cost of installing the bell to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund and 


the balance by the railway company. See order 16732. 


3493. Application of the municipality of Larochelle, parish of St. Gregoire, P.Q., 
that the G.T.R. be directed to construct new and modern station at intersegtion of 
the G. T.’R. and Q. M. and S. Ry. to be called St. Gregoire station, and that tele- 
graph service be installed in same. File 19456. 

Order made in terms of oral judgment of Assistant Commissioner. 

3494, Application of the C.P.R. for a re-hearing with respect to the application 
of the citizens of St. Francois de Sales, P.Q., for an order directing the C.P.R. to 


‘provide a station and agent at that point, and which was ordered by order No. 16304, 


dated 11th of April, 1912. File 17908. 
Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 16993. 

3495. Application of the residents of the parish of St. Jerome, P.Q., for an order 
requiring the C.P.R. to re-open the station called Lesage on their Montreal and Mont 
Laurier line, to repair the same and make it habitable for the person in charge, and 
to stop their passenger trains, one coming down from Mont Laurier to Montreal, and 
one going up from Montreal to Mont Laurier and so restore the state of things which 
existed up to 1910. (Adjourned hearing.) File 16717. 

Order made requiring the Canadian Pacific to stop its mail train up and down 


on flag from 1st May ‘to 1st October. 


3496. Application, Quebec Rifle Association, for an order directing the O.N.R. to 
‘stop its trains at a point opposite the Pointe Aux Trembles Rifle Association, and to 
have special rates to and from this point. File No. 17174. 
| Order made that application be refused. 
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3497, Petition, Eustis Mining Company, of Boston, Mass., for an amendment to 
Canadian Car Service Rules which will permit a free time allowance on ears contain- 
ing shipments of ore for export via steamers. File 1700.20. 

Referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to report on. 


3498. Application, town of Shawenegan Falls, P.Q., for an order directing the 
O.N.Q. Ry. to modify the subway called Station avenue across which the railway 
company’s track is constructed within the limits of the town so that the said highway 
may be carried over the company’s tracks. File 9437.42. 

Order made granting the application. 


3499. In the matter of the location of station on the line of the O.P.R. at Rich- 
mond, P.Q. File 18092. 

Order made that the location of the applicant company’s new station in Richmond 
be approved. See order 16859. , 


3500. Application of the Algoma Eastern Railway Company, under section 227, 
for an order granting to the company authority to connect its lines and tracks with 
the lines and tracks of the Soo branch of the C.P.R. and with the Huronian spur of 
the Canadian Copper Co. to Turbine, lots'’7 and 8, concession 1, township of Drury, 
_ Ont. File 10844.16. 

Order made authorizing the connection of the applicant company’s tracks with 
the tracks of the C.P.R. Co. at the expense of the applicant company. 


3501. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 167, for approval of the 
revised location through the townships of Field, Badgerow and Gibbons, mile 260.47 
to 265.92, from Ottawa. (North Bay—Capreol Junction line). File 18402. 14, 

Order made approving the revised location of the company. See order No. 
16800. ; : 


3503 follows 3501. Application of the Bourget Brick Manufacturing Co., Ltd., for 
an order under section 77, directing the C.P.R. to modify its freight tariff on brick 
from Bourget to Montreal. File 18511. 

Application struck off. To be placed on list again upon formal application for 
such purpose. 


3504. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade, under section 321, for an Order 
directing the railway companies to provide ratings in the Canadian Classification on 
Flannellette sheets of second class L.0.L. and Fourth Class C.L. (Adjourned hear- 
ing.) File 19449. 

Judgment reserved. 


2505. In the matter of the complaint of the Regina Board of Trade that the 
tariffs of the Canadian Northcrn and Canadian Pacific Railway Companies do not 
carry out the provisions of order of the Board No. 12520, dated 10th of December, 
1910. File 12682, part 2. 

Judgment reserved. 


3506. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade on behalf of the Montreal 
Produce Merchants’ Association for an order directing the G.T.R to transport without 
delay, and to deliver promptly in Montreal, shipments of butter, cheese and eggs. 
File 19775. 

Referred to the Board’s chief operating officer and dealt with in his report. No 
action taken by the Board. 


3507. In re congestion and non-delivery of freight in the city of Toronto, Ont. 
File 18663, 2. 


Referred to the Boards chief operating officer and dealt with in his report of 
the 16th September, 1912. No action taken by the Board. 
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3509 follows 3507. Railway companies to show cause why an order should not go 
prohibiting them from issuing an embargo against any traffic for a period longer than 
four days without first giving the Board at least ten days’ previous notice of its inten- 
tion to issue such embargo, and the reasons therefor. Circular ‘No. 87. File 19801. 

Order issued that whenever a railway company issues an embargo it shall, within 
forty-eight hours thereafter; file with the Board a copy of such embargo, with a state- 
ment of the conditions which render it necessary, the action required to remove such 
conditions and the proper time such embargo will be continued; and when embargo 
is withdrawn to forthwith notify the Board. See general order No. 95: 

3510. Application of the O.P.R. (Ontario and Quebec) to revise main line through 
town of Woodstock, and to cross highways, close up some highways, and divert others 
as follows: Bexley and Hunter streets, Jordon street, Thames street, Dundas street, 
Buller and Yep streets. File 19332. 

Order made granting the application, subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order, the railway company to construct a subway on Dundas street and to file a plan 
by August 8, 1912, thereof; 20 per cent of the cost of constructing the subway to be 
paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the municipality and the railway 
company to agree, if possible, upon the proportion to be borne and paid by the muni- 
cipailty. If they fail to agree, the Board will determine the amount. See order 
16986. 

3511. Application of the city of Woodstock, Ont., for an order directing the 
G.N.W. Telegraph Co. to place their wires in underground conduits, as follows: 
Section Wellington street to Reeve street, 12 wires; on Reeve street, 10 wires; Reeve 
Street to G.N.W. office, 22 wires; GN.W. office to Vansittart avenue, 11 wires. File 
79479. 

Judgment reserved. Parties to furnish each other and the Board with a state- 
ment of the cost of the work, ete., and when received the Board’s electrical engineer 
to report on the matter. 

3512. Complaint of Jas. Mackay, of Oliver, Ont., relative to dangerous crossing on 
G.T.R. at Elgin street, St Mary’s, Ont. File 9437.572. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to install at the said crossings two elec- 
tric bells. The bells to be installed by the 2nd October, 1912, 20 per cent of the cost 
to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance by the railway 
company. See order No. 16988. 

3513. Complaint of Jas. Mackay, of Oliver, Ont., relative to dangerous crossing - 
on the line of the G.T.R. midway between Elgin and Elizabeth streets. File 9437.829. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to install at the said crossing two electric 
bells. The bells to be installed by the 2nd October, 1912, 20 per cent of the cost to be 
paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the balance by the railway com- 
pany. See order No. 16988. 

3514. Complaint of Jas. MacKay, of Oliver, Ont., relative to dangerous crossing 
om G.T.R. at Elizabeth street, St. Marys, Ont. File 9437-781. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to install at the said crossing two electric 
bells. The bells to be installed by the 2nd October, 1912; 20 per cent of the cost to be 
paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance by the railway com- 
pany. See order No. 16988. 

3515. Application of the Pére Marquette Ry. for approval of form of proposed 
wpplication for inspection, or as may seem necessary, with respect to drainage at south 
side of Talbot road east, township of Southwold, Ont., part of lot No. 1, in the 7th 
md 8th .concession, township of Yarmouth, and at town line used in lieu thereof . 
setween the townships of Southwold and Yarmouth. | File 19294. 

No action deemed necessary by the Board. 
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3516. Complaint of A. O. Veitch, of Corinth, Ont., with respect to two crossings — 


of the G.T.R. in the village of Corinth, Ont., township of Bayham, Ont. File 
9437 .369-9487 . 784. 

Order made that the G.T.R. Co. install an electric bell at each of said crossings 
in the village of Corinth by the 28th September, 1912; 20 per cent of the cost of 
‘nstallation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance by 
the railway company. See order No. 16936. ; 

3517. Application of Everiste Nomore Richards and George H. Bennett, Windsor, 
Ont., for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide suitable farm crossing from 
applicant’s lands to Strabane avenue, concession 1, township of Sandwich East, Ont. 
File 13227. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to construct a erossing in the nature of a 
farm crossing for the applicants. The cost of construction and maintenance to be 
borne and paid for by the applicants. See order No. 16962. 

3518. Application of the village of Stoney Point, Ont., for an order directing the» 
G.T.R. to erect a station at a convenient point in the village and to remove or abandon 
the one at present in use. (Re-hearing.) File 17635. 

Order made amending order No. 15766 by adding thereto a clause directing that 
the G.T.R. Co. continue to maintain the switch to the elevator of Hay Bros., and that 
the police trustees of the village of Stoney Point pay to the Grand Trunk the sum of 
$200 toward the cost of maintaining the said switch. See order No. 17252. 

3519. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 258, for approval of location of 
station grounds at Kilfoyle, Ont. File 18642. 

Order made approving location. 

3520. Application of the C.N.O. Ry., under section 258, for approval of station 
location at Twin Elm, Ont. File 18645. 

Railway company to file a plan showing a right angle crossing, instead of the 
present skew. . 

3521. Application of the Empire Limestone Co., Ltd., for authority to construct 
a tunnel under right of way belonging to Carroll Bros., on lot 5, concession 1, township 
of Humberstone, Ont. File 19825. 

Order made authorizing the construction of a tunnel under Carroll Bros. siding 
on lot 5, subject to certain conditions set out in the order, order No. 17007, dated July 
13, 1912, appealed. See order 18187. 

3522. Application of Carroll Bros., Buffalo, N.Y., for an order directing the G.T.R. 
to construct extension of siding in road allowance between lots 4 and 5 in the township 
of Humberstone, near Sherkston, Ont. File 17332.1. 

Order made on consent between the parties. 

3523. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. for approval of location from mileage 
121 to 124.83, to cross road allowance between the counties of Durham and Northum- 
berland and to take certain lands of the G.T.R. and C.N.O. Ry. File 3701.28. 

Order made approving the location of the company’s line from mileage 121 to 
mileage 124.83, and authorizing the company to take certain lands of the G.T.R. and 
C.N.R. See orders 17036 and 17363. 

3524. Application of the C.L:O. and W. Ry. under Sections 159 and 176, for an 
Order authorizing the location of its line from mile 125.5 (from Glen Tay) thence 
southwesterly through portion of the township of Hope, thence across the town of 
Port Hope, Ont., to mile 127.32 on the westerly limit of said town. . File 3701.40. 
= eve made approving part of the location from Yonge Street West to mileage 

F 3525. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. for approval of location from mile 
155.13 to 165.13 and through the town of Whitby, Ont. File 3701.45. 

Portion of the application stands, pending the filing by the applicant company 
of the consent of the town of Whitby. That portion of the location from mileage 
155.183 to 157 approved. | 
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3526. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co., for an order authorizing location 
of portion of its line from mile 177.3 (from Glen Tay) and road allowance between 
counties of York and Ontario, thence in a westerly direction through the township 
of Searboro to mile 183.51 in lot 23, concession 3, township of Secarboro, county of 
York, the last mentioned point on the main line of the O. and Q. Ry. File 3701-55. 

Order made granting the application. 

3527. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. under Section 227, for authority 
to construct its tracks at mile 163.46 from Glen Tay across the tracks of the G.T.R. 
at Whitby, Ont. File 3701.46. 

Order made granting the application upon the conditions set forth in the order. 


[Ses order No. 17092. 


3528, Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. under Section 227, for authority to 
construct across tracks of the Oshawa Electric Ry. at Oshawa, Ont., at mileage 158-85 
and 159-02 (from Gillen Tay) at Simcoe and Prospect streets. File 3701-34. 

Order made on consent of all parties. 

3529. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. for authority to make certain changes 
in its line of railway to construct its tracks across tracks of the Bay of Quinte Ry. at 
mile 43.86, being in lots 33 and 34, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont. File 
3701.9. 

Order made granting the application and authorizing the applicant company to 
take certain portion of the right of way of the Bay of Quinte Railway Co. See 
order No. 17012. 

3530. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under Section 227, for authority to cross 
the Montreal Park and Island railway near Cartierville, P.Q. File 2342.72. 

Order made granting the application, parties to agree on the mode of crossing. 

3531. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under Section 227, for authority to cross 
the Montreal Park and Island railway at Sault aux Recollets, P.Q: (Montreal- 
Ottawa line). File 2342.73. 

Order made in the terms of the reply filed with Board, except as to the head- 
room, which is to be 14 feet. 

3532. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies subject to the 
Board’s jurisdiction to show cause why a general order should not issue requiring 
railway companies to furnish a heated car service. File 18855. 

Order made that upon the receipt of reasonable notice from the shipper or ship- 
pers the railway companies operating in Eastern Canada which own refrigerator cars 
shall furnish a heated refrigerator car, or cars to shipper or shippers for the carriage 
during cold weather of fruit, vegetables, &c., in less than carload quantities, subject to 


certain other provisions in the order. See general order No. 98. 


3533. On the application of the British Canadian Canners, Ltd., the G. T. Ry. 
Co., to show cause why the “ stop-off” arrangement with respect to canned goods, as 
shown in item 4 of the company’s Special Freight Tariff C.R.C. No. E-2374, appli- 
cable west of Toronto only, should not be extended so as to include Bowmanville 
and Cobourg as stop-over points. File 19823. 

Order made granting the application. 

3534. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade, under section 323, for an order 
disallowing that portion of C.P.R. Tariff E.2365 covering terminals; substituting 
therefor a clause stating that the rate includes terminal charges at Montreal, E.G 
File 1179.8. 

No order made. 

3535. Application of the city of Ottawa, Ont., under section 29, for an order 
amending order of the Board No. 16147, dated March 18th, 1912, establishing a modi- 


- fied collection and delivery zone in the city of Ottawa for express companies so as to 


include within the said zone the whole of Rideau terrace and that part of Beechwood 


» avenue within the limits of the said city. Tile 4214.148. 


Order made dismissing the application. 
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3536. Application of the town of Edmundston, N.B., for an order directing the! 
Temiscouata Railway to remove cattle guard and earth from Grand Falls road and_ 
make the crossing level with the roadway. File 19395. 

Order made that the Temiscouata Railway remove, by the 16th August, the cattle 
guard and earth where the railway crosses the Grand Falls road, so as to make the 
crossing level, subject to a penalty of $25 a day for every day the company is in 
default under the order. See order No. 17023. . 

3537. Consideration of the matter of protection of the O.P.R. crossing at Queen’ 
street, Woodstock, N.B. File 9487.762. 

Order made that the C.P.R. Co. install, by the 13th October, 1912, an electric bell 
and thereafter maintain the same at his own expense; 20 per cent of the cost of 
installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, the balance by the 
railway company. See order No. 17022. 

3538. Consideration of the matter of protection of the C.P.R. crossing at King 
street, Woodstock, N.B. File 9487.588. ‘ 

Judgment reserved. 

3539. Application of D. R. Jack, St. John, N.B., re C.P.R. fencing its right of 
way at Duck Cove, parish of Lancaster, N.B., and protest of Mrs. M. M. de Soyres and 
other residents of Duck Cove against wire fence being placed on the town side of the 
C.P.R. track from Duck Cove to Andersons. File 18196. 

Order made requiring the C.P.R. Co. to fence its right of way at Duck Cove on 
the south side of the applicant’s west line to a point 100 feet west of Mrs. de Soyres 
gate. Work to be completed by the 19th November, 1912. See order No. 17808. 

3540. Application of the Express Traffic Association of Canada on behalf of the 
express companies represented at St. John, N.B., for approval of delivery limits. File 
4914.149, 

Matter referred to the chief traffic officer of the Board to investigate and settle. 

541. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade for an order: 

(a) Reducing the rate on ex-lake corn from the Georgian Bay ports to Montreal 
to the same basis as in effect on ex-lake wheat, barley and oats; 

(b) Directing the O.P.R. to apply the mileage basis as in effect in Ontario and 
Quebec, as shown in the company’s Tariff C.R.C.E.-1929, on corn meal shipped from 
Montreal to the company’s points in New Brunswick. File 17819. 

Order made confirming order of the Board No. 16394, dated the 25th April, 1912, 
and directing that the mileage tariffs of railway company from ports of trans- 
shipment of ex-lake corn in carloads for milling purposes be so revised as to provide 
rates on said corn shall not, in any case, exceed the mileage tariff rates charged from 
the same ports of trans-shipment avd for the same distance on ex-lake wheat, oats and 
barley in carloads for milling purposes. The revised tariffs to become effective not 
later than the 10th February, 1918. See order No. 18578. 

3542. Application of Francois Gravel, of Chateau-Richer, P.Q., under sections 
252 and 253, for an order directing the Quebec Raitway, Light, Heat and Power Co 
to provide a farm crossing on his property. File 17653. 

Application dismissed with leave to renew. 

3543. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the main 
street at Victoriaville, P.Q., over the main line of the G.T.R. File 9437.821. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to install by the 13th September, 1912 
gates at the said crossing; 20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out ©: 
The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 30 per cent to be distributed by the municipality 
of Victoriaville, and 50 per cent by the G.T.R. Co.; and of the cost of maintenance 
70 per cent to be paid by the railway company and 30 per cent by the municipality 
See order No. 17939. 2 

3544. Application of the Quebec Board of Trade, Eug. Julien et Cie, F. Canae 
Marquis and Louis Canac-Marquis, for an order requiring the C.P. and C.N.Q 
Ry. Companies to reduce their charge to a sum not exceeding $2.50 per carload fo 


. 
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switching between Pointe-a-Carch wharf and the companies’ sidings in Quebec, in- 
cluding St. Sauveur and St. Malo, traffic originating at, or destined to, railway points 
on the south shore of the St. Lawrence river via Point Levis or Levis. Files 19573, 
19573.1, 19578.2, 195738.3. 

- Order made that the tolls charged by the C.P.R. Co. for interswitching said 
traffic shall not exceed one cent per 100 pounds, subject to a minimum charge of not 
more than $3 per car to or from private sidings, and one and one-half cents per 100 
pounds, subject to a minimum charge of not more than $5 per car to or from public 
team tracks; the said tolls to be payable by the shipper or consignee, and to become 
effective not later than December 9, 1913. See order 18135. 


3545. Application of the Quebec Public Utilities Commission for an order direct- 


ing the C.P.R. and G.N.W. Telegraph Companies and the city of Quebec to comply 


with order of the Quebec Public Utilities Commission with regard to electrical con- 
ditions in the city of Quebec. File 19987. 

No order necessary for the reasons stated by the Assistant Chief Commissioner at 
the close of the hearing. 

3546. Complaint that the Quebec Railway, Light, Heat and Power Co. running 
to Montmorency Falls has the lighting of its cars from off the trolley wire in a very 
defective way; that the people are crowded and that the cars are not run so as to 
connect with the steam railway at Quebec. File 20019. 

No order necessary. 

3547. Application of the C.N. Montreal Tunnel and Terminal Oo., Ltd., under 
section 159, for approval of location in the city of Montreal, P.Q. File 18588. 

Order made granting application. 

3548. Application, Bell Telephone Co. of Canada, for authority to erect and main- 
tain poles and wires in the city of Montreal on certain streets. File 20131. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to exercise its powers by erecting 
and maintaining poles and wires upon the streets set forth in the order. See order 
CRSA 

3549. Complaint of the Vigaro-Shear Lumber Co., of Port Arthur, Ontario, that 
they are unjustly discriminated against in the matter of carload traffic ex-Grand 
Trunk Pacific Ry. points, which is interswitched from the company’s terminals at 


_Westfort to Port Arthur. Note: The Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co. will be required 


to show cause why it should not for this distance (which exceeds four miles) absorb 
a proportion of the interswitching toll of the connecting companies, equivalent to that 
prescribed by the Board’s General Interswjtching Order No. 4988, for distances not 
exceeding four miles; the balance of the toll of its connections to be paid by the 
companies. File 6713.21. 

Order made that the joint freight rates to be charged by the Canadian Pacific, 
Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Companies on lumber in car- 


loads between Port Arthur and Fort William and points on the Lake Superior branch 


of the Grand Trunk Pacific be not higher than one cent per 100 pounds over and 
above the rates of the Grand Trunk Pacific between Westfort, Ont., and Lake Superior 
branch points; tariffs to become effective not later than the 16th October, 1912. See 
order 17619. 

3550. Application of the C.P.R. for approval of plans showing subway to be 


constructed at Syndicate avenue, Fort William, Ontario. File 16239. 


Order made authorizing the construction of subway at Syndicate avenue, Fort 


“William. Sce order No. 16990. 


3551. Application, Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Ry., under section 227 
for authority to cross O.N.R. at Neebing avenue, between the city of Fort William 


and the township of Neebing, Ont. (Tile 19694.) 
Order made giving applicants !permission to pass under tracks of the C.N.R. 


through temporary subway to be constructed at that point on conditions that when 
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permanent subway is constructed, the applicants are to pay such share of the cost of | 
the work as the Board may hereafter direct. 

3552. Application, Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Ry. Co., under section 
997. for authority to cross the C.P.R. line at Neebing avenue between Fort William 
and township of Neebing, Ont. (File 19693.) 

Order made. Half interlocker to be installed at the expense of the applicant 
company. Detailed plans to be put in for approval of Board’s chief engimeer. 

3553. Application, city of Fort William, under sections 226 and 227, for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to provide spur from main line in the city of Fort William, along 
Neebing avenue, crossing C.N.R. at grade, and street railway and highway at Mont-— 
real street, so as to connect with spur to the industries of the applicants and also 
for an order allowing the spur to construct across G.T.P. branch line on Montreal 
Street. (File 19669.) | 

Order made amending order No. 17869, dated October 24, 1912, to provide for 
the construction of the proposed branch line to cross the line of the C.N.R. on Neeb- 
ing avenue at grade, said crossing to be protected by a half interlocker, and subject 
to the conditions set forth in the order. See order 18809. | 

3554. Application, Mount McKay and Kakabeka Falls Ry., under section 227 
for authority to construct across the G.T.P. Ry., at Neebing avenue, between the 
city of Fort William and the township of Neebing, Ont. (File 19695.) 

Order made. Half interlocker to be installed at the expense of the applicant 
company. Detailed plans to be filed for approval of the Board’s chief engineer. 

3555. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. Co. under section 227 for approval of main 
line crossing of the Port Arthur and Fort William double track railway on Empire 
avenue at Sprague street, Fort William, Ont. (File 1519.32.) 

Application withdrawn. 

3556. Application of the corporation of the city of Fort William, Ont., under 
section 237, for an order directing the C.N.R. to provide and construct suitable high- 
way crossings over the company’s railway where the following highways intersect the 
C.N.R. in the city of Fort William, viz.: Neebing avehue, Stanley avenue, Nepigon 
avenue, Crawford avenue, Home avenue, Mountain avenue, Amelia street, Francis 
street, Victor street, Mary street, Christina street, Franklin street, Norah street, 
Frederica street, Gore street, and Empire avenue. (Adjourned hearing.) (File 5547, 
Case 2191.) 

Application struck off the list. 

3557. Application of the city of Brandon, Manitoba, for an order permitting the 
Brandon Electric Light Company, Limited, and the owners of other warehouses, 
situate between the Electric Light Company’s plant and Princess avenue, to unload 
cars from the spur line of the C.N.R. on the lane between Lorne and Princess 
avenues in consideration that said company agreeing to maintain a roadway at least 
sixteen feet wide alongside the cars, while cars are placed. (Tile 16119.) 

Order made granting the application. 

3558. Application of the town of Fort Frances, Ont., for an order directing the 
C.N.R. to provide a suitable station at that point. (File 19916.) 

Order made requiring railway company to file plans for a station within ten days 
from this date, station to be erected by company within ninety days from date, of 
approval of plans. ; 

3559. Application of the C.N.R., under sections 258 and 237, for approval of 
station and freight shed at Dauphin, Manitoba, and for authority to cross a proposed 
roadway and to reserve the fee of said proposed roadway in the railway company. 

Order made in terms settled at hearing. (File 19984.) 

3560. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Pelly, Sask., against the C.N.R., re 
delay to shipment of freight to Pelly, and railway allowing shipments to remain on 
siding before forwarding to destination. File 19051. 

Complaint dismissed. 
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3561. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Roblin, Manitoba, that the station 
platform provided by the C.N.R. at that point is too small. File 19015. . 

Settled between the parties. 

3562. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Roblin, Manitoba, that the station 
provided by the C.N.R. at that point is too small. File 19016. 

Settled between the parties. 

3563. Complaint of the Board of Trade of Roblin, Man., against alleged poor 
accommodation and condition of stock yard and chute on the C.N.R. at that point. 
File 19017. 

Settled between the parties. 

3564. Petition from the residents of the village of Lac du Bonnet, Manitoba, 
asking that the C.P.R. be directed to change the present location of its station to a 


point near the village or opposite a road allowance. File 19348. 


No Order made. See judgment of Assistant Chief Commissioner, dated the 
18th June, 1912. Village of Lac du Bonnet to notify Board what portion of the cost 
of the work the village is willing to bear. 

3565. Application of the Winnipeg Electric Railway Company for a re-hearing 
in the matter of the application of the said company to cross the Selkirk branch of 
the C.P.R. at Selkirk avenue and McPhillips street, Winnipeg, Manitoba. File 17610. 

Order made that the Board’s order No. 15442, dated September 15, 1911, be 
varied to provide that the said crossing be protected by a half interlocking instead 
of a full interlocking plant. See order 17491. 

3566. Consideration of the matter of the crossing of the tracks of the Winnipeg 
Electric Railway Company by the C.P.R. at Logan avenue, Winnipeg, Man., author- 
ized by order No. 6501, dated March 12, 1909. 

Note: The Board will take up the question of the division of the cost of pro- 
tection at this crossing. File 8922. Case 4716. 

Order made appointing Arthur Sullivan of Winnipeg, barrister, to inquire and 
take evidence to show whether the portion of line in question is profitable or not 
and to report to the Board. See order 18189. 

3567. Application of D. D. Campbell, of Winnipeg, Man., for an order requiring 
railway companies to have grain doors stencilled with a line of inches in four places 
on each side of the car in order to show the depth of grain in the ear. File 20070. 

Matter referred to the Grain Commissioners at Fort William to deal with. 

3568. Application of Canadian Northern Railway Co. for authority to remove 
spur to the United Fruit and Produce Company’s warehouse, Main street, Winnipeg, 
Man. 

Order made granting applicant company leave to remove spur on conditions 
made. ‘ 

3569. Petition of Local Improvement District No. 161, Sask., for an overhead 
bridge on the highway between ranges 26 and 27, W. 2 M., over the tracks of the 
C.P.R., carrying such bridge over Thunder creek. File 16165. 

Nore: Board will take up the question of the approval of the plans and appor- 
tionment of cost. 

Order made apportioning the cost as follows: 20 per cent out of The Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund (not to exceed $5,000) ; $5,000 to be paid by the city of Moose- 
jaw. Balance by the C.P.R. Co. The city to maintain the road and sidewalk on ~ 
the bridge. 

3570. Application of the Board of Trade of Weyburn, Sask., for an order direct- 
ing the C.P.R. and C.N.R. to provide a connecting track at Forward, Sask., also to 
have a through freight tariff as well as appointment of an Agent at the Junction 
point. File 6713.29. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. to construct a transfer track at Midale within 
sixty days. Plans to be submitted to Board for approval. If companies cannot agree 
as to distribution of the cost, the Board to determine same. 
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3571. Application of the citizens of Bienfait, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.N.R. and G.P.R. to provide a transfer track at Bienfait, Sask. File 6713.25. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. to construct a transfer track at Midale within 
sixty days. Plans to be submitted to Board for approval. If companies cannot agree 
as to distribution of the cost, the Board to determine same. 

9579, Petition of the residents of Briercrest, Sask., for an order directing the 
C.N.R. to install an agent and proper shipping facilities at that point. File 19778. 

Order made requiring the company to install an agent before the 1st of August, 
1912, to provide a temporary shelter, and to erect station on or before the 1st of 
December, 1912. Plans of station to be filed and approved by the Board. 

3573. Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company under 
section 158, for approval of location of its Regina-Moosejaw branch, mile 40.01 to 
47.74. from east line of section 4-17-26, to a point in south-east section 8-17-27, W. 
2M. District of Moosejaw, Sask. File 10863.44. 

Order made approving of the location plan. Agreement between the company 
and the city to be filed. Application and plans for highway crossings to be filed by 
the company. 

3574. Application of the O.N.R. for permission to cross with their tracks east 
and west road allowance between sections 20 and 29, township 16, range 26, west of 
the 2nd meridian. File 14134.40. 

Order made that company build bridge to carry the highway over the tracks at 
the point in question. Detail plans to be filed for approval of the Board. 

3575. “pplication of the town of North Battleford, Sask., for an order under 
section 237 directing the O.N.R. to provide a suitable crossing at Victoria street, 
North Battleford, Sask. File 18541. 

Nore: Board will take up question of cost of subway objected to by the town, 
division of cost not settled. 

Order made that railway company file plans within thirty days showing a sub- 
way at the point in question. See memorandum on file. 

3576. Application of the Board of Trade of Ardath, Sask., for an order directing 
the C.N.R. to install a station agent, express and telegraph at that point. File 19795. 

Order made requiring company to erect station and appoint an agent on ofr 
before the 1st of October, 1912. 

3577. Application of the village of Tisdale, Sask., for an order requiring the 
C.N.R. to put in a crossing opposite Andrews street, as the present crossing at Main 
strect is continually blocked by trains. File 19720. 

Order made by consent, work to be completed by the 1st of September, 1912. 

9578. Resolution of the Walter Grain Growers Association, of Waseca, Sask., 
for an order directing the O.N.R. to install an agent at that point. File 15350. 

Order made requiring company to install a temporary agent by the 15th Sep- 
tember, 1912. The question of appointment of a permanent agent to stand until it 
is ascertained what the earnings are at this point. 

3579. Application of the rural municipality of Cory No. 344, for an order 
requiring the C.N.R. to fence its right of way from Saskatoon to the northern limits 
of R. M. No. 344, through township 87, range 5, W. 3 M. File 9994.51. 

Order made requiring railway company to fence each side of its right of way to 
the north boundary of township 87, range 5, by the first of November, 1912. 

3580. Application of the city of Saskatoon for an order requiring the C.N.R. to 
provide a level crossing at 24th street. File 19780. 

. Pee made granting application upon terms of agreement to be filed with the 
20ard, 7 | 

3581. Application of the O.P.R. under section 227 for authority to construct the | 
tracks of its Asquith conquest branch at Mile 1.4 across the tracks of the G.T.P. 
main line in section 20-36-9, W. 38rd M. File 18081.2. 

Application refused. 
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3582. Petition of residents of Resplendent, B.C., that supplies carried on the G.T. 
P. Ry. in that district for use of contractors have been sold in competition to private 
dealers. File 2236.72. 

‘Order to go dismissing the application. 

3583. Application of the Canadian Northern Railway under section 227 for 
authority to eross the lines and tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway in S.W. 3 
section 19-40-26 W. 4 M. near Lacombe, Alta., with its Calgary-Strathcona branch. 
File 10789.40. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3584. Application of the Pintsch Compressing Company, Edmonton, Alberta, 
for an order directing the C.N.R. to construct a spur or branch line into their pre- 
mises at Edmonton, Alberta. File 16954. 

Order made directing the C.N.R. Co. to construct and operate a branch line to 
the premises of the Pintsch Compressing Co. Work to be completed by October 1st, 
1912. See order No. 17401. . 

3585. Application of the city of Edmonton, Alberta, for authority to carry 
Spruce avenue, Edmonton, across the C.N.R. File 194387. 

Order made granting the application, the character of the protection to be pro- 
vided to be decided by the Board’s engineer after inspection. 

3586. Application of the G.T.P. Ry., under sections 221, 222, 228, 224, 225 and 
237, for authority to construct, maintain and operate a branch line into sections 18 
and 7, township 53, range 23, west of the Fourth meridian, district of North Alberta, 
and to expropriate the necessary right of way. (Re-hearing). File 19653. 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 17827. 

3587. Application of the G.T.P. Ry. under section 56, subsection 3, for leave to 
appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada from order No. 16700, dated June 1, 1912, 
in re G.T.P. Ry. crossing at Spruce avenue, Edmonton, Alberta. File 19436. 

Order made refusing application. 

3588. Application of the G.T.P. Ry., under section 56, subsection 3, for leave 


‘to appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada from order No. 16701, dated the 4th day 


of June, 1912, in re city of Edmonton, crossing at level with the lines and tracks of 
its municipally owned electric street railway, with the necessary poles and wires to 
transmit power, the lines of the G.T.P. Ry. where the same run along 21st street in 


‘the said city at:their intersection with Short and Nelson avenues. File 19435. 


Order made granting leave to the G.T.R. Co. to appeal to the Supreme Court of 


Canada on the question of law set out in the order. See order No. 17408. 


3589. Application of the village of North Edmonton, Alberta, for an order 


directing the O.N.R. to construct a crossing at Kelly avenue across the tracks of the 


said company. File 19618. | 

Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 18240. 

3590. In the matter of the crossing of the G.T.P. Ry. over Fort Saskatchewan 
Trail, and the application of C. M. Keily, of Edmonton, Alberta, in relation to the 


diversion of the said Fort Saskatchewan Trail. (Re-consideration.) File 9023, 


Part 2. 
Order made refusing the application. 
3591. Application of the village of North Edmonton, Alberta, for an order direct- 


‘ing the G.T.P. Ry. to construct a switch or switches for the purpose of loading and 
‘unloading freight consigned from and to the village of North Edmonton, Alberta. 


File 20121. 


No action deemed necessary as the company had directed the tracks to be put in. 
3592. Application of the village of North Edmonton, Alberta, for an order direct- 


‘ing the C.N.R. to construct a switch or switches for the purpose of loading and 
‘unloading freight consigned from and to the village of North Edmonton, Alberta. 


File 20122. 
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The railway company to investigate the matter and advise the Board and the — 
applicants by the 24th August, 1912, what it is willing to do in the matter. ¢ 

3593. Application of Adelard Mounier, for an order directing the O.N.R. to pro- 
vide a crossing on the southeast quarter of section 16-56-24 W. 4 M. File 11739.5. 

Order made by consent, work to be done by September 1, 1912. P 

3594. Complaint of C. M. Keily of Edmonton, Alberta, relative to G.T.P.. Ry. § 
cutting off lane (by G.T.P. Ry. right of way) which served lots 36, 37 and 38, Dwyer ~ 
subdivision of the city of Edmonton which subdivision is a part of NE. } section ~ 
15-53-24, W. 4 M. Alberta. File 2236.79. 

Order made by consent of railway company to survey or convey to the city a 
lane 20 feet in width, in view of the lane which the company blocked by construction 
of its railway. Matter to be carried out by September 1, 1912. 

3595. Application of E. J. C. Richardson, Erickson, B.C., for an order directing 
removal of loading platform at that point to a more convenient site. File 18404. 

Board to ascertain from the British Columbia Government whether it will build 
road mentioned at hearing. If road is built, Board will not order removal of station. — 

3596. Complaint of Finch and Jones, Corbin, B.C., against the freight rates of 
the Eastern British Columbia Railway Company. File 16320. 

Struck off the list. Not to be set down, except upon the special request of the 
applicants’ solicitors. 

3597. Application of town of Forward, Sask., for order directing the CPR 
furnish a station telegraph service, ete., at that point. 

Application refused. 

3598. Application of the Grenfell Milling and Elevator Company, of Grenfell, — 
Sask., for joint rates on grain products, in carloads, from Grenfell to Glenavon and_ 
Kipling, Sask., lower than the combination of local rates of the C.P.R. and C.N.R. 
Companies. Nore: Consideration will be given an offer of the C.P.R. Co. to publish 
joint rates, via Regina, of 183 cents and 19 cents respectively, and .the companies 
will be required to show cause why joint rates should not be based on the shortage 
mileage (in this case via Kaiser), whether means of interchange be, or be not, pro- 
vided therefor. File 18755.3. 

Order made that the C.P.R. and O.N.R. prepare and file a tariff of through rates 
on grain products in carloads at a minimum weight of 30,000 pounds per car from: 
Grenfell, Sask., via Regina at 184 cents per hundred pounds by Kipling, Sask. Tariff 
to be made effective not later than 16th September, 1912. 

3599. Application of the Department of Public Works for the province of Sask., 
for approval of highway crossing over the C.P.R. in the SE. of section 34-18-33, 
W.P.M. File 19348. 

Order made by consent upon applicant filing with Board information mentioned. 

3600. Application of the Mountain Lumber Mfrs. Association for an order 
requiring the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to publish and file a special tariff, 
or special tariffs of rates on lumber (fir, common cedar, ete.), from what are known 
as the “ Mountain” mills on the line of the C.P.R. Co., to that company’s points, and 
jointly with the Canadian Northern and Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Companies 
to their points, in Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba north of the O.P.R. main 
line, that shall not exceed, for the same or less distance, the rates from the same 
shipping points to Winnipeg and Prince Albert. File 16177. 

Order made requiring the C.P.R., C.N.R. and G.T.R. Companies to adjust the 
special joint tariffs published and filed so that without increasing the rates shown 
therein the rates on lumber and other commodities carried at the lumber rates from 
shipping points west of and including Blairmore, Alta., and Laggan, Alta., to Win- 
nipeg, shall not be exceeded for similar or less distances from the same shipping 
points in the provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan and Manitoba. See order 18771. 

3601. Complaint of the Riverside Lumber Company, Calgary, Alta., against the 
cancellation of C.P.R. tariff 1983, E. and N. Railway 1632, and requesting that it be 
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re-issued, giving the complainants the usual track scale allowance to which they feel 


they are justly entitled in the Mountain country on account of the heavy snow falls 


in that district. File 19446. 

Struck off the list. 

3602. Application, city of Calgary, Alta., for leave to construct subway at 4th 
street west, under tracks of C.P.R. (Adjd. hearing.) File 15556. 

Order made subject to terms of agreement to be filed. Detailed plans to be sub- 
mitted to Board and C.P.R. Cost of work to be borne by the city. 

3603. Application of the Lethbridge Board of Trade, Lethbridge, Alta., regarding 


express rates on the Alberta Railway and Irrigation Company’s lines. File 4214.273. 


Judgment reserved. Referred to Board’s chief traffic officer to report on. 
3604. Application of the C.P.R. under sections 159 and 287 for approval of 
revised location of Crowsnest branch between Seven Persons and Brassy Lake, mile- 


age 15 to mileage 53-1, Lethbridge subdivision of said branch; also for authority to | 


construct line across highways between the above mentioned mileages. File 6902.5. 
Order made in accordance with oral judgment of the Assistant Chief Commis- 
sioner. 
3605. Application of Alex. McCullough, of Calgary, Alta., for construction of a 
spur from G.T.P. line at Three Hills, Alta., for the purpose of loading coal. 
Applicant to apply to the railway company to construct a spur. If company 
does not do so, the applicant may then apply to the Board. 
3606. Complaint, Fruitvale Trading Company, Fruitvale, B.C., alleging unsatis- 
factory location of Great Northern Highway Crossing at that point. File 18991. 
Order made authorizing the C.N.R. Co. to construct a highway across its railway 
at a point 200 feet south of the present crossing, also directing the railway company 
to keep the station at this point clean and heated during the winter season and 
refusing the company’s application to remove the’ station. See order No. 17287. 
3607. Complaint, Fruitvale Trading Company, Fruitvale, B.C., re unsatisfactory 


location of Great Northern Railway station at that point. File 18990. 


Application refused for the reasons set out in oral judgment delivered at the 
close cf the hearing. ay 
3608. Complaint of the residents of Fruitvale, B.C., against condition of fences, 


station accommodation for handling of freight and express and request for the appoint- 
ment of a station agent. File 8868. 


Not necessary to fence at present. As to station accommodation, company un- 
dertook to have the station clean and lighted in winter. No order necessary. 

3609. Complaint of the Mission District Board of Trade alleging that the level 
crossing over the tracks of the C.P.R. at Mission City, B.C., known as Horne avenue 
crossing, is inadequate, also is blocked by cars for thirty minutes and upwards: at a 
time. File 15725. 

No action taken by the Board. 

3610. Application of the Board of Trade of Salmon Arm, B.C., under sections 
252-3, for an order directing the C.P.R. to provide and construct a suitable station 
at Salmon Arm on the city side of the track, instead of as to present on the opposite 


or lake side of the track. File 19616. 


Order made that the time for the completion of the station ordered to be con- 
structed by order No. 17306 be extended for five months from the 28th November, 


1912. See order No. 18252. 
3611. Application, Chas. Henry Ziegler, et al, under sections 258 and 284 for an 


order directing the G.T.P. to provide station and freight accommodation at Hays- 
port, B.C. File 19995. 


Order made that the G.T.P. Ry. Co. stop its trains for mail and passenger ser- 
vice at Haysport, B.C., until the opening of navigation. See order No. 18952. 
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3612. Petition, Department of Public Works of the province of British Columbia, 
that owners of small vessels plying on the Fraser river be compelled to hinge masts. 
and smokestacks to enable them to pass under bridge at New Westminster, B.C. 
File 17266. (Re-hearing.) 

Order made that the regulations governing the opening and closing of the pivotal 
span of the said reilway bridge over the Fraser river, filed by the applicant and con- 
sented to by the parties interested, be approved. See order 18626. Regulations to: 
become effective May 31, 1913. Order of the Board No. 18490, dated January 14, 
1913, rescinded. 

3613. Application, British Columbia Electric Ry. Co., under section 227, for an 
order sanctioning the crossing with its tracks of the tracks of the O.P.R. at 12th 
street between Aucland street and Royal avenue, New Westminster, B.C. File 18875. 

Order made granting leave to.the applicant company to cross the tracks of the 
O.P.R. Co. as applied for, subject to conditions set forth in order. See order No. 
7404. 

3614. Complaint of John A. Lee, mayor, and F. J. Hart & Co., Ltd. of New 
Westminster, B.C., relative to refusal of the G.N.R. to stop their train leaving Van- 
couver at 4 p.m. at Crescent, B.C. 19787. 

V. V. & E. Ry. undertook to look into matter relative to selling of tickets and 
checking of baggage and to advise Board what company will do. Order to go requir- 
ing railway company to furnish adequate train service within two weeks from July — 
27, 1912, until October 1, 1912; this order to be of a temporary character. 

3615. Application of the Western Paper Mills, Ltd., of Vancouver, B.C., alleg- 
ing failure of the Great Northern Railway Company to refund money expended in 
the construction of their siding in the municipality of Coquitlam, B.C. File 19195. 

Order made directing the G.N.R. Co. to extend the said siding 100 feet. Work 
to be completed by December 29, 1912. See order No. 18255. 

3616. Application of Brantford and Taylor, Vancouver, B.C., for an order direct- 
ing the G.N.R. to construct a spur to their saw-mill in district lot 10, Burnaby, B.C. — 
File 19790. 

Order made granting the application. 

3617. Consideration of the matter of protection of the V. V. & E. Ry. crossing 
at Front street, Vancouver, B.C. File 9487.865. i 

No action necessary. 

3618. Application, C.P.R. for authority to construct second track across Chest- 
nut street, Cypress street, Walnut street, Maple street, Laburnum street, Arbutus 
street, and Yew street, Vancouver, B.C. File 4472.8. 

Order made granting the application. Separation of grades may be taken up 
ater. 

3619. Application of the Vancouver and Lulu Island Railway Company for 
authority to construct second track across First avenue, Fir street, Second avenue, 
Third avenue, Fourth avenue, Fifth avenue, Pine street, Cedar street, Cypress street, 
Maple street, Sixth avenue, Seventh avenue, Eighth avenue, Broadway, Tenth avenue, 
Kleventh, Twelfth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth, Fifteenth and Sixteenth avenues, Van- 
couver, B.C., File 4472.7. , 

Order made granting the application. Separation may be taken up later. 

3620. Application of the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Uo., for an order approv- 
ing of revised location plans from Station 0x00 to Station 174x88.7. File 15752.1. 

Order made approving of revised location of the applicant company’s line from 
Station 0 to Station 174x88.7. See order No. 17565. 

3621, Application, city of North Vancouver, B.C., re subway between Ferry to 
Alexander street. File 9437.343. | 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to install gates at the North Vancouver — 
Ferry, Columbia avenue, and the G.T.P. Ry. Co.’s team crossings, work to be completed | 
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within two months after the approval of the plan by the Board’s engineer; cost of pro- 
tection to be apportioned as follows: The G.T.P. Ry. Co. to pay the cost of installing, 
operation and maintaining the gates at the crossing of the C.P.R. in Vancouver from 
lot 39, block 1, group 1, Vancouver district, to its dock in the said city, cost of instal- 
ling the gates and maintaining the same at the North Vancouver Ferry Crossing and 
Columbia avenue, to be borne equally between the city of Vancouver and the C.P.R. 
Co. See order 18512. 

3622. Consideration of the question of protection of the British Columbia Elec- 
tric Railway Co.’s drawbridge across False creek, Vancouver, B.C. File 18472-1. 

No action deemed necessary by the Board. See report of Board’s operating officer, 
dated October 26, 1912. 

3623. Application of the C.P.R. for leave to terminate the siding agreement made 
the Ist day of November, 1911, between the said company and the Vancouver Ice and 
Cold Storage Co., Ltd., of Vancouver, B.C. File 20130. 

Judgment reserved. 

3624. Application of the C.P.R. for leave to terminate the siding agreement made 
the 3rd day of March, 1909, between the said company and the Vancouver Wharf Com- 
pany, Vancouver, B.C. File 20139. 

No action necessary. 

3625. Application of the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Co. for approval of 
location of their line of railway from a point on Railway avenue on the north side of 
Second Narrows, Burrard Inlet, Station O, thence through the city of North Van- 
couver, thence by tunnel under the First Narrows, Burrard inlet, to a point on Georgia 
street in the city of Vancouver, Station 345x43.4. File 15732.2. 

Order made approving of revised location of the site of the applicant company’s 
bridge as set forth in the application and subject to the conditions set forth in the said 
order. Order No. 17565 rescinded. See order No. 18053. 

3626. Application of the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Co., for approval of 
location of their line of railway from.a point on Railway avenue on the north side of 
the second Narrows, Burrard Inlet, thence in an easterly direction and northerly 
direction to a point on Deep Cove, Station 4 x 563 to Station 324 x 32. File 
15732-3. 

Order made granting the application. 

3627. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order allowing and direct- 
ing the construction of highways on Hastings street, Pender street, Keefer street and 

Harris street, by way of overhead bridges or viaducts over the railway of the V.V. and 
E. Ry. and N. Co. at its intersection of said streets and for the costs of such construc- 
tion and maintenance of same. File 20062. 

Order made authorizing the city of Vancouver to carry the streets named in their 
application across the railway company’s tracks by means of overhead bridges, 20 per 
cent of the cost of crossing Pender and Keefer streets to be paid out of The Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund (not exceeding the sum of $5,000), 25 per cent of the balance 
to be paid by the applicant, and 75 per cent by the railway company; 20 per cent of 
the cost of constructing Harris street bridge (not exceeding $5,000), to be paid out 
of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 20 per cent of the balance to be paid by the 
applicant, 20 per cent by the British Columbia Electric Co., and 60 per cent by the 
‘railway company; 20 per cent of the cost of constructing the Hastings street’ bridge 
to be paid by the applicant, 20 per cent by the British Columbia Electric Co., and 60 
per cent by the railway company; the cost of maintaining the bridges to be borne, 50 
per cent by the applicant and 50 per cent by the railway company. See order No. 
17840. 

3628. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order allowing and ap- 
proving of the crossing of the tracks of the C.P.R. with its intersection of Clark 
Drive, in the city of Vancouver, B.C. File 20064. 

Order made granting the application. 
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3630 follows 5628. : 

3630. Application, Fullerton Lumber and Shingle Company, Vancouver, B.C., for@ 
an order directing the Great Northern Railway Co. to refund: amount alleged to be | 
overcharged by the railway companies on a earload of lumber from Tynehead, B.C., to 
Winnipeg, Man. File 17076. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3631. Complaint of the British Columbia Sugar Refining Co., of Vancouver, B.C., 
alleging discrimination shown by Canadian railways in rates on sugar in favour of 
eastern refineries to points in the western’ provinees. File 19700. 

See judgment of Commissioner McLean, Appendix B, dated February Qi, 191s 
Board decided that the matter must stand to be dealt with as an integral part of the 
general investigation into Western Freight rates. 

3632. Application of the British Columbia Sugar Refining Co. for an order direct- 
ing the railway companies to carry out the Board’s order No. 4886, dated June 16, 1908, 
and to reasonably scale rates from Vancouver to intermediate points in Manitoba, 
Saskatchewan and Alberta, and also to reasonably scale the other branch line points 
satisfactorily to the Board. File 6579, Case 2783. 

Judgment reserved. 

3633. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the V. W. & 
Y. Ry. at Westminster avenue, Vancouver, B.C. File 372. 

V. W. & Y. Ry. having stated that watchman is now stationed at point in ques- 
tion Board decided that matter need not be put on the list again for hearing unless 
the city of Vancouver makes an application therefor. 

3634. Application of M. F. Shock, Hatzic, B.C., for an order directing the 
C.P.R. to provide a farm crossing where the railway affects his property. File 9849. 

Judgment reserved. 

3635. Complaint of municipality of Surrey relative to certain crossings on the 
CNR. at Hill street, Port Kells, one on the Pacific highway south of the Campbell — 
River road, and three on the Pacifie highway over the tracks of the V. T. R. & 
Company, south of Cloverdale. File 20186. 

Order made granting the application. The railway company to bear the expense 
of constructing and maintaining the crossing, and the municipality authorized to 
construct and maintain, at its own expense, a crossing at Hill street, Port Kells, 
the work to be completed by the 23rd of September. 

3636. Application, corporation of the district of Coquitlam, for a level crossing 
on the line of the C.P.R. at a point immediately west of the present bridge of the 
railway across the Coquitlam river, to connect the Dewdney Trunk road with roads 
on the north side of the railtvay at Westminster Junction. File 20351. 

No order made. 

3637. Application of the Ashcroft and District Board of Trade, of Ashcroft, 
B.C., relative to the freight rates, on potatoes from ‘Ashcroft, B.C., and Vancouver, 
B.C., on the C.P.R. File 20165. : 

No action taken, the C.P.R. Co. having reduced its rate on potatoes in carloads 
from Asheroft to Vancouver from 20 cents to 13 cents per 100 pounds as from the 
10th of September, 1912. 

3638. Request from the Ashcroft and District Board of Trade, Asheroft, B.C. 
for hearing relative to new freight accommodation at local station at Ashcroft, B.C. 
File 20166, C.P.R. | 

Upon the undertaking of the railway company to have the cars cut so as to 
permit of access to the station, stands until the next sitting of the Board at Van- 
couver, B.C. 

3639. Application, Ross and Shaw, Vancouver, B.C., re order of the Board 
giving G. N. Ry. permission to obtain possession by arbitration of the foreshore 


' 
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opposite lots 8, 9, 10, 11, and 13, block 96, D.L. 181, fronting on False creck. File 
572.30. 

Application dismissed. 

3640. Application, Cowichan Ratepayers’ Association, Cowichan, B.C., for an 
order directing the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Railway Co., to provide an agent at 
Cowichan station. File 10087. 

Order made that the railway company appoint and continue a permanent agent 
at Cowichan, B.C. See order 17848. 

3641. Application, district of North Cowichan, etc. See file 20209. 

Order made granting the application. 

3642. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 159 for approval of location 
through the town of North Bay, mile 242-56 to 346.42 from Montreal. (North Bay 
to Capreol Junction line.) File 18402-8. 

No order made. . 

3643. Application of the C.P.R. and C.N.R. to vary order requiring level 


. approaches to Yonge street and Avenue Road subways, Toronto. File 9437-153. 


Order made granting application. See order 16846. 

3644. Application of the C.P.R. for an order setting aside the approval of the 
Union Station plan, Toronto. File 588.26. 

Order made amending order 17034, by stating that the approval granted shall 
not be taken as authorizing the G.T.R. Co. to take the lands of the O.P.R. Co. See 
order 173871. 

3645. Application, K. and P. Ry. for authority to construct a siding into pre- 
mises of North American Smelting Co., Kingston, Ont. File 20260. 

Order made granting application subject to speed limitation of six miles. 

3646. Application of the C.N.O.R. for authority to take a portion of lot 15; 
concession 4, township of Nepean, county of Carleton, for the purpose of carrying 
out the necessary diversion as approved by order of the Board No. 13701, dated 
May 20, 1911. File 3878.524. 

Order made granting the application of the applicant company. See order 17738. 

3647. Application of the O.N.O. Ry. under section 258, for approval of the 


location of its station grounds at Beachburg, township of Westmeath, Ont. File 


20143. 

Order made approving of the location of the applicant company’s station on the 
north side of the track on lot 8, east of Little street, Beachburg, Ont. See order 
18468. 
3648. Application of the O.N.R. under section 159, for sanction and approval 
of the location of its line of railway through the counties of Jacques Cartier and 
Hochelaga, and part of the city of Montreal, mile 43-56 to mile 55-23 from Hawkes- 
bury. File 2342.88. 

Order made granting the application. See order 17605. 

No. 3650 follows 3648. 

3650. Application of the CO. L. O. and W. Ry. Co., under section 227, for an order 


_ to construct its line of railway over the tracks of the Toronto Eastern Ry. Co., by 


} 


means of an overhead bridge at mile 162-98 (mile zero being at Glen Tay) in the town 


| 0f Whitby, Ont. File 3701.63. 


Order made authorizing the applicant company to cross the tracks of the Toronto 


Eastern railway subject to the conditions set forth in the order. See order 17914. 


3651. Application of the N. St. C. and T. Ry. Co., under section 227, for authority 
to cross with its lines and tracks, the lines and tracks of the G. T. R. on Welland 
avenue, in the city of St. Catharines, Ont. File 3498.1. 

Order made granting the application. Crossing to be protected by derails. Cost 


,_ of protecting the crossing to be paid by the applicant company. See order 17801. 
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3652. Application of the G. T. R. under section 178, for an order authorizing 
them to take certain lands in the city of Toronto for railway purposes, said lands 
being in the vicinity of Carlow avenue, and belonging to the said city of Toronto, the 
O’Keefe Brewing Co. File 20151. 

Application withdrawn. 

3653. Application of the G. T. P. Ry. under section 222, for authority to construct 
wye tracks at mile 29 west of Yellowhead pass, Cariboo district, B.C. (Adjourned 
hearing). File 3452-32. 

Application dismissed without prejudice to its renewal. 

3654. Application G. T. P. Branch Lines. Co., in accordance with provisions of 
order No. 16775 for an order :— 

1. Appointing an arbitrator to determine the compensation to be paid the C.P.Fa 
for all that certain tract or piece of land consisting of some 6.4 acres belonging to the 
C.P.R: in section 1, township 24, range 1, west of 5th meridian, required for the right 
of way of the G.T.P. Branch Lines Company’s Tofield-Calgary branch, as shown on 
plan on file with the Board under File No. 10821.77. 

9. Requiring that the said arbitrator shall determine valuation of right of way as 
above, as of September 9, 1911, the date upon which location plan affecting the said 
described land, as approved by order of the Board No. 15195 and certified copy of which 
plan was deposited in the Land Titles Office for the South Alberta Land Registration 
District, November 9, 1911, as Instrument Railway 384. File 10821.77. 

Matter settled, the parties having arranged as to arbitrator. 

3655. Application of Charles Henry Ziegler, et al under sections 258 and 284, for 
an order directing the G.T.P. Ry, to provide a station and freight accommodation at — 
Haysport, B.C. Nore—G.T.P. Ry. is required to show cause why an order should 
not be made for immediate compliance with the Board’s order dated 20th August, 1912, — 
or, in default that an adequate penalty be imposed. File 19995. ¢ 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co., to stop its trains for mail | 
and passenger service at Haysport, until the opening of navigation. : } 

3656. Consideration of the matter of abolishing platform brakes on freight box 
cars on railways subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. File 11654, Part 2. - , 

Stands for submission of future material by Maloney to Nixon, then for future 
consideration. ; 

3657. Opportunity will be afforded the Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern, 
Grand Trunk Pacific, Great Northern (Canadian lines) and Vancouver, Fraser Valley 
and Southern Railway Companies to show cause why an order should not issue pro- 
hibiting any increases in the freight rates of the companies between points west of 
and including Port Arthur, and between points east of Port Arthur and points west 
thereof, pending judgment in the general inquiry into the Western Freight Rates. 
File 18755.5. 

No order made. 

3658. Canadian Northern International Pulpwood Tariff. File 18879. 

Order made that the said tariff of the respondent railway company increase rates | 
on shipments of pulpwood be suspended until February 4, 1913. Norr.—Subsequently- 
the application was refused subject to the condition that the rates on the C.P.Ey 
stations west of Avonmore to and including Smiths Falls in effect on February yy 
1913, be restored. The said tariffs of the respondent railway companies increasing 
the rate on shipments of pulpwood in carloads allowed provided such increases should 
not become effective before August 15, 1913. See order 18787. 

3659. Application of residents of township of York, Ont., to have the Bell Tele- 
phone Oo. extend their lines past farms running from lot 16 to lot 21 in the 5th con- 
cession of the township of York in order to give a telephone service connecting with 
the Western Central Station. File 3574.63. . 


Matter settled. No order necessary. 
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3660. Application of the city of Ha 
to establish and maintain gates wi 
4552, Case 1223. 


Order made that an electric bell be installed as additional protection at the said 
crossing, the railway company to maintain a watchman at the crossing between 7 a.m. 
and 7 p.m., city of Hamilton to pay the G.T.R. Co. one-half the cost of watchman’s 
wages. See order 17697. 

8661. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. 
over Trolley street, Hamilton, Ont. File 9437.844. 

Order made relieving the Railway Co. from providing 
crossing in question. See Order 17756. 

8662. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for approval of plans showing 
proposed extension of Birmingham street. across the northerly spur of the T.H. and 
IB. Ry. Co. File 20395.1. 

Order made granting leave to the city of Hamilton to extend Birmingham street, 
it its own expense, across the railway company’s tracks. See order 17731. 

_ 3663. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., for approval of plans showing 
roposed extension of Birmingham street across the Northern and North Western 
Division of the G.T.R. to the T.H. and B. Ry. File 20395. 

Order made granting the application. See order 17732. 

3664. Application of the G.T.R. under section 237, for authority to construct six 

dditional team tracks across Robert street and a public lane running from Elgin 
treet to Ferguson avenue in the city of Hamilton, Ont. File 18591.1. 
Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
der, and directing the applicant company to pay to the city of Hamilton the sum of 
350 per foot frontage on Elgin street for the portion of Robert street which will be 
losed. See order 17678. 

3665. Petition of W. G. Hunter, of Hamilton, Ont., against the shunting d 
ight by the G.T.R. on Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ont. File 18999. 

Matter dealt with by order No. 18906, in connection with the application of the 
-T.R. Co. to take certain lands to enable it to carry out the provisions of the order 
if the Board No. 16671, dated June 1, 1912. 

_ 8666. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. under section 159, for approval of location of 
ts railway through the city of Hamilton, mile 38-54 to 45-71, from Yonge street, 
‘oronto, Ont. 

Application withdrawn by the company. 

3667. Application of the Municipal Councils of the townships of Townsend and 
-akland, Ont., for an order directing the T.H. and B. Ry. to clean and keep open 
\:teh made by them on private property across the town line between the townships of 
ownsend and Oakland and repair and maintain sluiceways in connection with same. 


ile 20325. 
_ Order made in accordance with consent minutes between the parties, filed with 


e Board. 

3668. Consideration of the matter of protection by the C.P.R. and G.T.R. of King, 
aroline and Queen streets, Lindsay, Ont. File 364. 

No order made. 

3669. Complaint of Joseph Mechan, Lindsay, Ont., relative to refusal of the 
orgian Bay and Seaboard Ry. Co. to furnish him with under-driveway as requested 
_ lot 34, concession 6, township of Ops. (Adjourned hearing.) File 2100,105. 

No order necessary, complaint settled. 

3670. Complaint of the townships of Brighton and Murray respecting C.L.O. and 
diy. (C.P.R.) crossing at grade on a skew of the Kingston. Tile 3701.32. 

Order made directing C.P.R. to divert the Kingston road, as shown on the plan 
3d, cost of the work to be borne and paid 20 per cent out of The Railway Grade 
ossing Fund (not exceeding $5,000), $500 by each of the municipalities of the 
| 20ce—113 

| 


milton, Ont., for an order directing the G.T.R. 
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townships of Brighton and Murray and the remaining sum of $19,000, more or less, 
to be paid by the G.T.R. and C.P.R. in the ratio of 7 to 12, “9 to the former and 1%9_ 
to the latter company. See order 18447. | 

3671. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. under section 237, for authority 
to construct its line of railway across the highways from mile 37°91 to 89 -60, township 
of Darlington, Ont., being from the junction of the said railway with the Ontario and 
Quebee Ry. line to Toronto. File 3701.86. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18755. 

9672. Application of the W.A. and A.R. and T. Pascoe, relative to refusal of the 
CO.P.R. to build eattle pass on their property on the C.L.O. and W. Ry. near Whitby, 
Ont. File 3701.5. ; 

No order made. 

3673. Complaint of the township of Louth, Ont., respecting G.T.R. crossing east of 
Vineland station, Ont. File 18655. 

Order made granting the application, the applicant at its own expense, to do ihe 
earth work on the approaches, and, if required,.to build a drain under the highway. 
The railway company at its own expense to do the necessary planking and to provide 
and construct return fences and gate guards. Work to be completed October 31, 1912. 
See order 17704. 

3674, Application of the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Ry. Co. under 
section 159, for sanction and approval of the location of its line of railway through the 
townships of Louth and Clinton, county of Lincoln, mile 0 to mile 10°59. File 3498.4, 

Order made granting the application. : 

No. 3676 follows 3674. 

3676. Petition of D. E. Galbraith and other residents of Bowmanville, Ont., for an 
order directing the C.P.R. to construct a subway on their line between the Fielding anc¢ 
Galbraith farms, known as Liberty street, north of Manvers road, Bowmanville, Ont 

No action taken. : 

3677. Complaint of the township of Murray, Ont., respecting dangerous crossing 
at subway leading from Murray and Frankford, a short way east of the G.T.R. depot 
File 9487.868. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to protect all shunting movements over th 
switch between its railways and that of the Central Ontario Ry. by sending a man ahea 
to warn persons. See order 17669. ; 

3678. Application of the town of Orillia, Ont., for an order directing such pro 
tection as may be deemed necessary at the intersection of Front street with G.T.Ry 
File 9487.917. 

Order made directing that the said crossing be protected by gates to be operate 
by day and night watchman, 20 per cent of, the cost of installation to be paid out 0 
The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 50 per cent by the railway company, and 30 pe 

“ cent by the applicant; 70 per cent of the cost of maintenance to be paid by the railwa 
company and 30 per cent by the applicant. Gates to be installed by December 5, 191 
See order 17688. : 

3679. Application of the town of Orillia, Ont., for an order directing such pr 
tection as may be deemed necessary at the intersection of Tecumseh street, with th 
G.T.Ry. File 9437.918. 

Order made that the crossing at Tecumseh street be protected by a watchme 
during the months of June, July, August and September between 10 a.m. and 10 p.m 

wages to be paid, } by the applicant, 3 by the G.T.R. and 4 by the O.P.R. See ord 
17659. . 

3680. Application of the city of St. Thomas, Ont., for an order permitting # 
St. Thomas street railway to cross the tracks of the Michigan Central Ry. Co., 
William street at rail level. File 19906. e 

Order made granting the application. See judgment of the Chief Commissiont 


dated January 6, 1913. Appendix ‘B, 
z 
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3681. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 222 and 237, for authority to 
construct, maintain, and operate a branch line of railway or siding commencing at a 
point of its railway east of Whitby station, and on lot 26, in the 1st range of the 
township of Whitby, Ont., thence extending in a southwesterly direction crossing 
Byron, Centre, Victoria and Anne streets, including the base line, to and into the 
premises of the proposed hospital for the Insane at Whitby, Ont. File 20093. 

Order made granting the application to construct the said branch line. See order 
17701. 

3682. Complaint of J. A. Lennox, Thornton, Ont., alleging dangerous condition 
of crossing on the line of the G.T.R. north of Thornton, Ont. File 9437.851. 

Order made that the G.T.R. Co. reduce the height of the cedar fence along the 
north east side of the highway, as well as the company’s right of way fence, to 4 feet. 
Work to be completed by October 31, 1912. See order 17710. 

8683. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing by the O.P.R. of 
Stone Road crossing, Galt, Ont. File 9487.620. 

Order made that during shunting movements between. the hours of 7 a.m. and 6 
p.m. the crossing be protected by a watchman, operation and maintenance to be at the 
expense of C.P.R. See order 17654. 

3684. Complaint of Thomas Cooper, Wallenstein, Ont., referring to condition of 
crossing on C.P.R. between counties of Wellington and Waterloo, at mile 27-07, one- 
quarter mile west of Wallenstein station. File 2225, Case 493. 

Order made that the C.P.R. make the grade on the south side of the track one in 
twenty. Work to be completed by October 31, 1912. See order 17699. 

3685. Application of the O.N.O. Ry. under section 178 for authority to take a 
portion of lot 34, concession 14, township of Burton, Ont., for the purpose of traffic 
on its railway in connection with the timber business, logs being floated down the 
Maganetawan river and stored upon the premises prior to be loaded on the cars of the 
railway, the land in question being the property of Mr. Charles E. Ireson. File 514.22. 

No order to go until after disposition of high court action when the matter is to 
be referred to an engineer of the Board for report. 

- 3686. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. 
(Hamilton and Niagara Falls division) just east of Jordon station, Ont. File 9437.857. 

Order made that the G.T.R. install an electric bell by January 11, 1918, and main- 
tain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost of installing to be paid out of 
~The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. See order 17753. 

3687. Application of the city of St. Catharines, Ont., under sections 26 and 237 
for an order permitting them to carry and construct the highway known as Berryman 
avenue in the city of St. Catharines, across the tracks and right of way of the Welland 
division of the G.T.R. and Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Cow - hale 
20020. 

Order made granting the application, the cost of the crossings at both railways 
to be equally divided between the applicant and the Niagara, St. Catharines and 
Toronto Ry. Co. See order 17647. 

3688. Complaint of the township of Armour, Ont., respecting alleged dangerous 
condition of crossing of the G.T.R. north of the village of Burk’s Falls, Ont., being 
the tenth and eleventh concessions, lot 7. File 9487.868. 

Order made that the railway company cut down the trees at the southeast corner 
‘and reduce the clay bank on the northeast and northwest corners, obstructing the view 

“at the said crossing, to a height of 4 feet; work to be completed by October 31, 1912. 
See order 17705. . 

3689. Consideration of the question of protection at the level crossing of the C.P.R. 
at Peterboro street, Norwood, Ont. File 9437.108. 

Order made directing the railway company to install an electric bell by J anuary 
4, 1912, at the said crossing, at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost of installation 
to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. See order 17655. 
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3690. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. for authority to remove speed restriction a 
the highway crossing just south of Brechin, Ont. File 9437.770 

Order made directing that the railway company be relieved from further pro- 
tecting the said crossing. See order 17725. 

3691. Application of the Toronto Eastern Ry. Co. under section 162, for a certificate 
correcting the location plan showing the.location of the Toronto Eastern Ry. on lot 13, 
concession 2, township of Darlington, at the town of Bowmanville, Ont. File 15881.55. 

Order made correcting error in the plan filed by the railway company, upon the 
condition that the company crossing the Mill-Pond by trestle work and do no filling 
in of the Mill-Pond. See order 17909. ‘ 

3692. Application of the T.H. and B. Ry. Co. under section 227, for authority to. 
replace the interlocking plant where the applicant company’s odstenl yi belt line of rail- 
way erosses that of the Hamilton, Grimsby and Beamsville Electric Ry. Co. on Maple | 
avenue, Hamilton, Ont. File 20537. ; 

Referred to the Board’s chief engineer to deal with. . 

8693. Application of the C.N.O. Ry. Co., under section 176, for authority to take 
possession of, use and occupy, certain lands pelonene to the Toronto, Hamilton and 

3uffalo Ry. Co. between Emerald street and Wentworth street, in the city of Hamilton, 
and for the re-arrangement of the tracks of the said T.H. and B. Ry. Co. File 
12071 101. d 

Application withdrawn. 

3694. Application of O.L.O. and W. Ry. under section 227, to cross G.T.R. maim 
line, as now constructed, near Shannonville station, lot 3, concession 1, township of 
Tyendinnaga. File 3701.58. 

Order made refusing the application, with leave to the applicant company to cross 
the tracks of the G.T.R. Co. by means of an overhead crossing, without lowering or 
depressing the tracks of the G.T.R. Co. See order 17696. 

3695. Compiaint from Mr. John Rowland of Walkerton, Ont., relative to condi-. 
tion of pens, on the G.T.R. which have no covering to protect live stock, thus causing 
loss to shippers and packers. File 20182. 

Order made directing the railway company to provide a proper supply of water at 
the stock pens at Mildmay, Walkerton, Brussels, Waterloo, Chesley and Elora, on or 
before December 15, 1912, and shelter in the yards at the said points before July 15, 
1913. See order 18113. 

3696. Application of J. B. McLachlin, Toronto, Ont., for an order respect 
damages accruing to property on Cunningham avenue, in connection with the Brock 
avenue subway, Toronto, Ont. * File 943.106. 

No order made. 


3697. Application of Toronto Suburban Ry. under section 227, for authority to 
cross the C.P.R. at a point on lot 19, concession 8, township of Esquesing, Ont. | 
20471. 

Order made granting leave to the applicant company to cross the tracks of | 

#.T.R. Co. by means of an undercrossing at the point in question; the applicant 
opel to make provision for additional tracks at the said crossing, work to be done: 
at the expense of the applicant company. See order 17723. | 

3698, peice Pe of Toronto Suburban Ry. under section 227, for authority to. 
cross the C.P.R. at Mimico river, township of Etobicoke, Ont. File 20472. | 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to cross the line of the OP.R. 
by means of an under-crossing subject to the conditions set forth in the order. See 
order 17633. 

3699. Application of O.N.O.R. for authority to divert and cross Church street 
ager lot 10, concession B and lot 1, concession ©, township of Etobicoke. Tile 

Application withdrawn, all parties consenting. 
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3700. Application of C.N.C.R. for authority to cross Dundas street between lots 
9 and 10, concession B, township of Etobicoke. 
Application withdrawn, all parties consenting. 


8701. Application of the G.T.R. under section 258 for approval of the location and 
detail plans of its proposed new station at Sunnyside, Toronto, Ont. File 20539. 

Order made approving the location and plans of the applicant company’s station 
at Sunnyside, Toronto, upon certain conditions set forth in the order. See order 


109. 


3702. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 
237 and. 238, for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide protection by the installation 
of an electric bell where its railway crosses Woodbine avenue in the city of Toronto, 
Ont. File 9437.102. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. to install an electric bell by January 8, 1913, 
at the said crossing and maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost 
of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. See order 17961. 

3703. Apvlication of the city of Toronto, Ont., under section 29, for an order 
varying and rescinding the provisions of order No. 16846, dated the 25th day of June, 
1912, whereby the track elevation of the proposed joint section of the O.P.R. and 
O.N.O.R. from Summerhill to Dovercourt Road, dated May 15, 1912, was approved. 
File 12021.70. 

Order made directing that order of the Board No. 16846, dated the 20th June, 
1912, be varied as therein set forth. See order No. 18012. 

3704. Application of the corporation of the city of Torontc, Ont., under sections 20 
and 274, for an order regulating the use of steam,whistles and the ringing of bells on 
engines within the limits of the city of Toronto, on the lines of the C.P.R., G.T.R. and 
O.N.O.R. File 8342.4. 

No order made as the matter is already dealt with by the general trains and 
operating rules of the Board. 

3705. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under section 
317, for an order requiring the G.T.R., O.P.R. and C.N.O.R. to furnish proper facilities 
for forwarding and delivering coal consigned to the city of Toronto and vicinity. 
File 20497. 

No order made. 

3706. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order fixing the time within 
which the G.T.R. and O.P.R. shall have prepared and filed detailed plans for the new 
Union station referred to in order No. 17034, and also fixing the time for the calling 
of tenders for the construction of said station and for an order for payment of penalties 
as provided in the said order No. 17034, and for an order fixing a penalty of $1,000 
per day for future delays. File 588, Case 2828. 

Judgment reserved. 

3707. Application of the O.N.O.R. under section 159 for approval of location from 
the south limit of concession road between concessions 5 and 6, township of south 
Orillia to mileage 22.04 in the township of North Orillia, Ont. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18585. 

3708. Application of the Toronto Suburban Ry. under section 227, for authority to 


| -eross the O.P.R. on lot 12, concession 8, township of Toronto. File 20473. 


Order made granting the application by means of an under-crossing. See order 
No. 17703. mu. 

3709. Application to the Board of Trade, Orillia, Ont., for an order directing the 
G.T.R., C.P.R. and C.N.R. to provide an inter-switching service at Orillia, Ont. File 
No. 6718.19. 

Order made providing for interchange tracks between the Grand Trunk and Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Companies for inter-switching traffic between their respective rail- 
ways. See order 18454. 
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3710. Application of the town of Orillia, Ont., and manufacturing interests of 
the town, for an order directing the Michigan Central Railroad Co. and the Grand 
Trunk Railway Co. of Canada to provide inter-switching facilities between their 
respective railways at Petrolia, Ont. Nots.—Board will take up the matter of dispute 
between the G.T.R. and Petrolia Wagon Co. as to conditions upon which the latter 
company’s land is to be used. File 6714.18. 

Order made varying order No. 15664, dated December 16, 1911, to provide 
for the construction of the said interchange track between the said railway companies — 
within fifteen days after the conveyance to them either by the town or the said William 
English of the land necessary for the purpose. See order 17694. 

3711. Application of the Power City Stone Co., of Niagara Falls, Ont., for the con- 
tinuance of the route via G.T.R. to Toronto in connection with their crushed stone ship- 
ments from St. Davids, Ont., the said route having been closed as from October 15, — 
proximo, by supplement No. 10 to The Michigan Central R.R. Co. Joint Commodity. — 
File 20549. Me : 

Order made that supplement No. 10 to the Michigan Central R.R. location and 
joint commodity tariff on sand, gravel and stone, see C.R.C. No. 1743, be disallowed, 
and requiring the Michigan Central R.R. and G.T.R. companies to continue the joint 
special commodity rate of 60 cents per ton of 2,000 pounds on crushed stone in car- 
loads of the minimum weight of 30 net tons from St. Davids to Toronto via Niagara 
Falls, Ont., the said rate to be apportioned 20 cents to the Michigan Central R.R. 
Company and 40 cents to the G.T.R. See order 18449. 

87192. Tariff O.R.C. No. 1748, and the operation of the said supplement having 
been suspended, pending hearing, by the order of the Board dated the 16th day of — 
September, 1912. File 20549. 

Order made requiring the railway company to re-establish the old rate of 60 cents; — 
chief traffic officer to report as to the division of the rate between the railway com- © 
panies. ; 

3713. Application of J. F. I. Streight, of Islington, Ont., for the Toronto rate | 
on coal from the Niagara Frontier to Islington via Campa and ‘the Mimico cut-off. 
File 19747. 

No order deemed necessary. 

3714. Application of the Clifton Sand, Gravel and Construction Co. for an order 
reducing, adjusting and fixing the rates on sand, gravel and concrete material between — 
Stamford, Ont., and surrounding points in the province of Ontario, including Niagara ~ 
Falls, Chippewa, Port Colborne, Thorold, Merriton, St. Catharines, Hamilton, Toronto 
and intermediate points. File 18265. 

Judgment reserved. ; 

3715. Application of White & Co., Ltd., Toronto, Ont., for an order directing the 
railway companies to furnish heated refrigerator service. File 18855.1. 

Order made that the railway companies operating in Eastern Canada upon reason- 
able notice from the shipper or shippers, furnish heated refrigerator cars for the car- 
riage during cold weather of perishable articles, subject to certain provisions that the 
carrier will not be required to carry out, as set forth in the order. See General Order 
No. 98. 

3716. The Canadian Pacifie and Grand Trunk Railway Companies will be required 
to speak to their reported objection to endorsing their bills of lading for perishable ‘ 
freight*in carloads, “To be loaded in refrigerators at Fort William or Port Arthur,” ; 
in consequence of which shipments of perishables on through bills of lading from 
Eastern Canada, transhipped into ordinary box cars at Fort William and Port Arthur, — 
have deteriorated in transit between the said ports and their western destinations. — 
File 18,855. j 

See General Order No. 98 in connection with application of Messrs. White & Coll 


Ltd., of Toronto. See also General Order of the Board No. 101 in this connection. ki 
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3717. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the C. P. R. at 
Main street, Chesterville, Ont. File 9,437.914. 

No order made. 

3718. Application of C. N. O. Ry. under section 167, for sanction and approval 
of the revised location of its line of railway through the townships of Nelson and East 
Flamboro, counties of Halton and Wentworth, mile 31-54 to mile 37-50 from Toronto, 
Ont. File 12,021-110. 

Order to issue as agreed upon between the C. N. O. R. and G. T. R. companies. 

3719. Application of C. N. O. R. under section 237, for authority to construct its 
line of railway across the public road between lots 8 and 9, range 2, station 2,450,38, 
township of Bristol, P.Q. File 3,561-82. 

Application refused. 

3720. Consideration of the question of directing the Cumberland Ry. and 
Coal Co. to equip, within 12 months, its cars with automatic couplers and air brakes 
in compliance with the provisions of sections 264 and 386 of Railway Act. File 3,094. 

Order made that the Cumberland Railway and Coal Co. equip its cars with 
automatic couplers and airbrakes in compliance with the Railway Act, by October 25, 
1913, with leave to the company to apply for an extension of time if it is found impos- 
sible to comply with the requirements of the order. Order 17870. 

3721. Complaint of the International Paper Co., et al, against proposed increase 
in rates on pulpwood from the provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick and Ontario, to 
points in the eastern United States. File 18,879. 

Application refused subject to the condition that the rates from the C. P. R. 
stations west of Avonmore to and including Smiths Falls in effect at the date of this 
order be restored; the said tariffs of the respondent railway companies increasing the 
rates on shipments of pulpwood in carloads are hereby allowed provided that such 
increases shall not become effective before August 15, 1913. 

3722. The G. T. R., C. P. R., O. and N. Y. and Canadian Northern eastern lines 
will be asked to speak to the new tariffs of the companies increasing from November 
11 the tolls to be charged for cartage at the so-called cartage points in Eastern 
Canada. File 18,663. 

No order made. 

3723. Application of the St. John and Quebec Ry. Co. under sections 227 and 
-229 for an order directing the C. P. R. to allow the said St. J. and Q. Ry. to connect 
its tracks with those of the OC. .P. R. in the city of Fredericton, N.B., at a point 
between Westmorland and York streets, to permit the operation of their trains, etc., 
between the said points; to rearrange spur track used by the C. P. R. between said 
points and to remove portion of spur connecting the Victoria mills in the city of 
Fredericton, N.B. and the C. P. R. File 19,077°1. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 18,486. 

3724, Application of the St. John- and Quebec Ry. Co., under sections 227 and 
229, for authority to erect, maintain and operate crossing over the C. P. R. at a point 
between the 49th and 50th miles, north of McAdam Junction, on the northern section 
of the Atlantic division of said railway and to allow the St. John and ‘Quebec Ry. to 
connect its tracks temporarily with those of the C. P. R., near stations 2606 and 2593. 

Order made authorizing the crossing by means of an overhead bridge. See order 
17913, 

3725. Complaint of Geo. H. Jones, of Huntington, P.Q., relative to G. T. R. and 
N. Y. C. and H. R. R. (St. Lawrence and Adirondack division) blocking his farm 
crossing. File 19009. 

~ No order made. The G.T.R. Company undertaking to renew any of the fences 
or gates early in the spring of 1913. . 

3726. Complaint of George Shearer, Huntington, P.Q., relative to G.T.R. and 

N.Y.C. and H.R.R. blocking his farm crossing. File 20494. 
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Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to construct a crossing for the joint use of 
Messrs. Geo. Shearer and Chas. Shirriff on the dividing line between their farms, the 
eost of the two extra gates to be divided equally between Messrs. Shearer and Shirriff, 
the remainder of the expense to be borne by the railway company, who are to maintain 
the crossing and gates. Work to be completed by May 1, 1913. See order 18767. 

3727. Complaint of Chas. Shirriff, of Huntington, P.Q., relative to G.T.R. and 
N.Y.C. and H.R.R. blocking his farm crossing. File 19529. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co., to construct a crossing for the joint use of 
Messrs. Geo. Shearer and Chas. Shirriff between the dividing line of their farms; 
work to be completed by May 1, 1918. Order No. 18600 rescinded. See order 18767. 

3728. Application of P. Larose, Larose Station, Weir, P.Q., for better station 
accommodation and train service at Larose Station on the line of the C.N.Q. Ry. 
File 19979. 

Order made directing the railway company to provide a flag station at Larose 
Station for passenger purposes only. See order 17922. 

3729. Consideration of the question of the location of the C.P.R. flag station at 
Long Swamp, P.Q. File 17941. 

No change made. Station to remain in its present place. 

3730. Application of J. A. C. Ethier, M.P., e¢ al, of Ste. Scholastique, P.Q., for 
an order compelling the C.P.R. to erect platform for milk shipping purposes between 

St. Hermas and Ste. Scholastique, at a point known as Cote St. Louis, P.Q. ile 
18147. 

Order made refusing the application. See order 17874. 

3731. Application of W. Harris Dawson and residents of vicinity of Stonefield, 
P.Q., for an order directing the C.P.R. to stop its trains at the road between Stayner-— 
ville and Grenville stations to pick up cream shipments for Montreal. File 19679. : 

Application dismissed. i 

3732. Complaint of the town of Richmond, P.Q., that the G.N.W. Telegraph Co. : 
are removing their telegraph offices from that town. File 10041.38. 

Stands. Company to arrange the matter by the 5th November. If not arranged 
complainants to advise the Board. 

3732, Complaint of the Municipal Council of the town of Greenfield Park, P Qn 
relative to alleged dangerous crossings in the parish of Longueil, by the G.T.R., over 
Lapiniere road between the towns of Greenfield Park and St. Lambert, P.Q. File 
9437.920. 

Company to install gates. Question of distribution of costs reserved. Detail 
plans to be filed for approval. 

3734, Application of the town of Pointe Aux Trembles, P.Q., for authority to 
open up Sixth Avenue across the tracks of the O.N.Q. Ry. within the limits of the 
said town. File 20569. : 

No order necessary. Matter referred to the Board’s chief engineer and chief 
operating officer, who are to confer with the parties. ‘| 

3735. Application of the town of Maisonneuve; P.Q., for an order directing the 
C.N.Q. Ry. to erect a station at their crossing at LaSalle Avenue. File 18583. i 

Railway Company to file within three weeks from October 29, plans for station. 

3736. Application of the Central Ry. Co. of Canada for approval of plans showing 
revised location from mileage 0 to mileage 5 in the city of Montreal, P.Q. File 534.5. 

Order made approving revised location of the applicant company, subject to condi- 
tion set forth in the order. See order 17930 ( 

3737. Application of the G.T.R. under saehien 237 for authority to construct tw 
additional tracks across the Cote Noir road, parish of St. Antoine de Longueil, Po. 
(proposed new freight yards at St. Lambert, P.Q.) File 20686. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to construct a northerly tra 
across the said Cote Noir road. See order 17927. 
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3738. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237, for an Order authorizing it 
to construct third main line track south of its present tracks across tracks, road-bed 
and right of way, of the Jacques Cartier Union Railway Co. on Lot Cadastral Nio. 908, 
Parish of Lachine, P.Q. File 20449. : 

Application withdrawn. 

3739. Consideration of the matter of requiring the Central Vermont Railway, 
to remove its freight shed and the C.P.R. to move its baggage room from their present 
location at Farnham, P.Q., and the time in which the work is to be done. File 
9487 -834., 

Order made directing the removal of the obstruction to the view at the point in 
question, the C.P.R. to remove its baggage-room at Farnham from its present site, 
by June 1, 1913. See order 18000. 

3740. Application of the O.P.R. under sections 222 and 287 for authority to 
construct a branch line in the town of Lachine from a point on the Lachine canal, 
South Bank branch, thence southwesterly direction along the lands of the Lachine 
canal. Also another branch from Point on South Bank branch, thence in a south- 
westerly direction along the lands of the Lachine canal betwen public road and South 
Bank branch. 

Application withdrawn. 

3741. Application of O.P.R. for an order directing the City of Montreal to put 
a bridge at Ontario street in proper repair. File 19893. 

Application withdrawn. 

3742, Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order directing the G.T.R. 
and C.P.R. to carry York Street and certain other streets in the said city under the 
tracks of the said railway companies. Note: This matter is set down for hearing on 
the question of clearance under the Queen street bridge. File 588, case 3322, part 3. 

Order made that the crossings of Front and Overend streets by means of sub- 
ways be approved, the city of Toronto to pave Mill street from Cherry street to Overend 
street. See order 18363. 

3748. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 227, for authority to cross 
jointly with the lines and tracks of the L.J.C. and M R., under the tracks of the 
C.P.R. near Jacques Cartier Junction, P.Q. (Adjourned hearing.) File 2342.75. 

Order made granting the application subject to the condition set forth in the 
order. See order 17931. 

3744, Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Sanguinet street in the city of Montreal, P.Q., by means of 
structure carrying the railway over the highway (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 
2342.82 

Order made authorizing the crossing of Sanguinet street in the city of Montreal 
by the applicant company by means of an overhead structure, subject to and upon 
the condition that the sewer in the street at the point in question is not interfered 
with. See order 18095. 

3745. Application of the O.N.O.R. under section 237 for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Morrison avenue, Montreal, P.Q. (Hawkesbury-Montreal 
line).- File 2342.89. 

Application withdrawn. 

3746. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across St. George street in the city of Montreal, P.Q. (Hawkesbury- 
Montreal line). File 2342.89. 

Application withdrawn. 

3747. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across McPherson avenue, Montreal, P.Q. (Hawkesbury-Montreal 


line). File 2342.91. 


Order made authorizing the crossing in the terms of the consent minutes filed 
by city of Montreal. See order 17921. 


Pca. 
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3748. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across St. Famille street, Montreal, P.Q., by means of structure 
carrying the railway over the highway (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). Vile 2342.92. 

Application withdrawn. 

3749. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across Albert street, Montreal, P.Q., by means of a_ structure 
carrying the railway over the highway (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 2342.93. 

Order made granting the application. 

3750. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
its line of railway across St. Urbain street, Montreal, P.Q., by means of a structure 
carrying the railway over the street (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 2342.94. 

Application withdrawn. 

3751. Application C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct its line 
of railway across Park avenue, Montreal, P.Q., (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 
2342.95. > 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to Gross Parks avenue in the 
city of Montreal. See order 17919. 

3752. Application C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct its 
line of railway across St. Charles Borromee street, Montreal, P.Q., by means of a 
structure carrying the railway over the street (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 
2342.96. 

Application withdrawn. 

3753. Application C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construct its line 
of railway across Lumsden avenue, Montreal, P.Q. (Hawkesbury-Montreal line). File 
9342.97. 

Application withdrawn. 

3754. Application of O.N.O.R. under section 287 for authority to construct its — 
line of railway across Mance street, Montreal, P.Q. (Hawkesbury-Montreal line.) — 
File 2342.98. 

Order made granting the application. See order 17920. 

3755. Complaint of J. McDonnell of Montreal, P.Q., against the charges 0 
demurrage on ears of export hay when cars are ordered to the wharf and not promptl 
moved by companies. File 1700.26. . 

No order made. . . 

3756. Complaint of W. H. D. Miller, Montreal, P.Q., that at Mile End, P.Q., the 
C.P.R. refuse to consignees that benefit of rule 2, clause 1, of the Candian Car Service 
Rules, by charging switching $2 per car, unless placement orders are received by th 
company before the arrival of cars. File 20408. 

No order made. See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated January 3, 1913. 

3757. Complaint of the Canada Cement Co., Ltd. against the charging of demur 
rage on cars ordered to a specific siding and which are delayed on account of space 
not being available. File 1700.27. , 

Order made dismissing the complaint. See order 17895. 

3758. Application of the Montreal Board of Trade, under section 315 of the Rai 
way Act, for an order directing the G.T.R. and C.P.R. Companies to equalize thet 
rates on wire fencing and netting, also staples and wire goods, C.L. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. and C.P.R. to submit and file, effective Apr 
1, 1913, commodity rates on wire fencing and wire netting in carloads from Montre 
on the basis set forth in the order. See order 18775. 

3759. From Montraal to Ontario points, as a basis similar to that prescribed 
order No, 6844, April 6, 1909, in the application of the Canadian Freight Associatio 
File 7346.1. 

Order made that the G.T.R. and C.P.R. be required to publish and file, so as 
become effective by April 1, 1913, commodity rates on wire fences and wire neting 
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carloads including staple and wire gates when forming part of the said carloads from 
Montreal, on the basis set forth in the order. See order 18775. 

3760. The G.T.R.. C.N.Q.R. and O.P.R. companies are required to show what 
facilities they now have and contemplate providing in their Montreal Terminals, also 
what arrangement, if any, exists between the G.T.R., O.N.Q.R. and O.P.R. with regard 
to interswitching cars for delivery on each others team tracks. File 20602. 

Judgment reserved. 

3761. Consideration of the question of a limitation of risk in goods forwarded 
through heated car service as set forth in the document submitted by the C.P.R. to 
shippers for the purpose of limiting liability. File 18855.3. 

No order necessary. Secretary to write the applicant that the form sent to him 
was sent in error and should not have been sent. 

3762. Complaint of the municipality of Melbourne and Brompton Gore, Que., 
relative to alleged dangerous crossing about three-quarters of a mile west of Kingsbury, 
on line of C.P.R., known as Miller Crossing. File 94387.936. 

Matter referred to Board’s engineer to investigate and report upon. 

3763. Complaint of municipality of Melbourne and Brompton Gore, Que, relative 
to alleged dangerous condition of crossing on south'shore of St. Francis river, between 
Melbourne and Brompton on line of C.P.R. File 14829. 

Mattter referred to Board’s en'gineer to investigate and report upon. 

3764. Complaint of citizens of Bulstrode, Que., re condition of ditches, bridges, 
and culverts near G.T.R. station. File 19678. 

Platform to be extended to highway. Culvert to be put in a proper state of repair; 
the work to be done within two weeks from this date. 

3765. Complaint of Rev. R. F. Genereux, Develuyville, Que.,- re condition of G.T.R. 
station and platform at Bulstrode, Que. 

Platform to be extended to the highway. Culvert to be put in a proper state of 
repair; the work to be done within two weeks of this date. 

3766. Re Park Avenue subway, Montreal, Que. The Board will consider and 
hear application of Messrs. Davidson, Wainwright and Alexander, of Montreal, Que., 
on behalf of Mr. S. O’Shaughnessy, for leave of the Board to a prosecution of the city 
of Montreal, for the recovery of penalties exceeding the sum of $100 and the issuing 
of an order and other necessary processes compelling the city of Montreal to carry out 
the Board’s order. (Adjourned hearing.) File 12912. Part 2. 

Board directed that penalty be remitted. The work to be proceeded with by April 
1, 1913, and to be completed within six months from that date. 

3767. Application of the O.N. Montreal Tunnel and Terminal Co., Ltd., under 
sections 237 and 227 for authority to cross St. Antoine street and the tracks of the 
Montreal street railway on the said street in the city of Montreal, Que., by means of an 
overhead bridge carrying its tracks over the said street and tracks. File 18588.5. 

Order made granting application. 

3768. Application of the C.N. Montreal Tunnel and Terminal OCc., Ltd., under 
sections 237 and 227, for authority to carry its lines and track over Wellington street 
and the tracks of the Montreal street railway on said street by means of an overhead 
bridge in the city of Montreal, Que. File 18588.6. 

Order made granting application. 

3769. Application of the C.N. Montreal Tunnel and Terminal Co., Ltd., under 
section 237, for authority to cross Ottawa street, Montreal, Que. by means of an over- 
head structure carrying its tracks over said street. File 18588 4G 

Order made granting application. 

3770. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the,Goiers 
on the road leading to Cardinal, Ont. File 9,487-819. 

Order made. Work to commence April 15, and to be finished July 1, 1913, 20 per 
cent to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 25 per cent by the munici- 
pality, the balance by the G. T. R. 
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3771. Application of the township of Beckwith, Ont., for an order directing the 
Cc. P. R. to provide a highway crossing in east half of lot 28, concession 11, township 
of Beckwith, Ont. File 20474. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co., to provlde a farm crossing, the applicant 
municipality to be at the expense of the necessary grading and gates at the said cross- 
ing. See order 18200. 

3772. Application of the C. N. O. Ry. Co. under section 258, for approval of the 
location of its station grounds at Fitzroy Harbour, township of Fitzroy, Ont. File 


3561 °90. 
Order made for diversion of highway. Road to be placed to the north of the rail- 


way line. 

i 3773. Application of the Oshawa Ry. Co. under sections 222 and 237, for an order 
approving of branch line from the end of the present track on Bruce street, Oshawa, 
Ont., thence over Bruce street and Ritson road to the property of “ Bricks, Ltd.,” in 
said town of Oshawa; also to cross the tracks of the Toronto Eastern Ry. and the O. N. 
R. on the Ritson road. File 19821. 

Order made granting application. 

3774. Application of the Ontario and Quebec Ry. Co. (C.P.R.) under section 
178, for authority to expropriate certain lands in the Notre Dame de Grace ward of — 
the city of Montreal, known as subdivision No. 249, of the primitive lot cadastral No. 
163, of the municipality of the parish of Montreal, P.Q., and part of the unsubdivided 
portion of the primitive lot cadastral No. 169, of the said parish of Montreal, P.Q. 
File No. 20824. 

Order made granting application. 

3775. Application of the Inland Coal and Coke Co. for the recision of order No. 
17549 and the reinstatement of order No. 16460 authorizing the C. P. R. to construct, 
maintain, and operate a spur or branch line of railway for the Inland Coal and Coke 
Co. at Merritt, B.C. File 19710. 

Order made granting application. 

3776. In the matter of requiring the G.T.R. to install a full interlocking plant 
and make necessary rearrangement of tracks at Paris Junction, Ont. File 15499.130. 

Stands. Railway company to submit plans by the 1st January, 1913. Work to 
be finished by the Ist of August, 1913. 

38777. Application of the C. N. O. Ry. Co. under section 227 for authority to 
construct its lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the G. T. R. at Stoney 
Creek, township of Saltfleet, Ont. File 12021-1138. 

Order made granting application, subject to engineer’s report. 

3778. Application of the C. P. R. under section 222, of the Railway Act, for 
authority to construct, maintain and operate a branch line of railway from a point 
on the main line of its railway about (650) six hundred and fifty feet southeasterly 
from the southeasterly side of Forsyth street, in Hochelaga ward, city of Montreal. 
File 17716. : 

Board directed that work be suspended until the 1st January, 1913, but CO. P. R. 
to permit of the appeal of the city being heard by the Governor in Council. 

3779. Application of the G. T. P. B. L. Co. under section 237, for approval of 
construction of its Calgary-Boundary branch across highways from mile 81-41, to mile 
90-43, district of South Alberta. File 18927.8. 

Order made granting application. 

3780. Application of the G. T.P.B.L. Co. under section 167 for approval of 
revised location of its Calgary Boundary branch from the west line of the northeast 
quarter of section 12-13-24, to the south line of the northwest quarter of section 
34-11-23, W. 4 M. mile 81.41 to mile 90.48, district of South Alberta. File 18927.10. 

Order made granting application. 

3781. Consideration of the matter of requiring the Central Vermont Ry. to move 
its freight shed, and the C.P.R. to move its baggage room, from their present position 
at Farnham, P.Q.,-and the time in which the work is to Se done. File 9487.834. 
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It appeared that the Central Vermont Ry. shed has been removed. OP ReaiG@e: 
indertakes that its baggage room shall be taken down by the 1st June, 1913, and 

new one built. 

3782. Complaint of Charles Garrow, of Goderich, Ont., alleging dangerous cross- 
ng on the line of the G.T.R. at 8rd and 4th concession line, township of Goderich. 
‘ile 9437.900. 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to report as to whether the trees obstructing 
he view should be remoyed, or a bell installed. Order to go in accordance with his 
eport. 

3783. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. under section 237, for authority 
> construct its lines of railway across the highway between concessions 3 and 4, 
swnship of Scarborough, Ont., at mileage 180.69; also to divert said highway in a 
ortheasterly direction to the road allowance between lots 12 and 13, concession 4, 
f said township, to close up portion of said road allowance and to construct its line 
f railway across same. File 3701.124. 

Referred to engineer for report. Engineer for companies and townships to confer 
ith Board’s engineer. Order made for subway. Plans to be submitted; question of 
istribution of cost reserved. 

3784. Application of the London Street Railway OCo., under section 227, for an 
rder permitting them to cross the tracks of the C.P.R. at Adelaide street, London, 
mt., at subgrade. File 20196. 

Order made granting the application subject to certain conditions set forth in 
1e order. Applicant company to pay the whole cost of providing, maintaining and 
perating a half interlocking plant. 

3785.’ Petition of the residents of the township of Ancaster relative to dangerous 
mdition of the highway crossing over the tracks of the Toronto, Hamilton and 
uffalo Ry., known as Garrie’s crossing. File 9437.791. 

Order made directing the company to cut down the hill in question, by the 6th 
lecember, as set out in the order, and directing that 20 per cent of the cost of work 
e paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. The question of proportioning 
le remaining 80 per cent of the cost to be reserved for further consideration by the 
oard. 

3786. Application of Canadian Northern Ontario Ry. under section 159 for 
pproval of location from the south limit of concession road between concessions 5 and 
, township of South Orillia, to mileage 22.04 in the township of North Orillia, Ont. 
‘ile 8437.7. 

C. N. O. R. to file new plan within 30 days. Copy of plan to be sent to the 
1unicipality. 

3787. Application of C. N. O. R. under section 159, for sanction and approval 
f location of its line of railway through the townships of York and Scarboro, county 
f York, mileage 0 to 7.60 from Yonge street. File 3878.532. 

Order made approving location of applicant company’s line of railway from 
1c end of joint section at station 83; 42.5 to mile 7.60. 

3788. Application of the O.P.R., G.B. and S. Ry. and the L.B. and P. Ry. under 
ection 227, to construct two junctions between tracks of G.B. and S. Ry. and L.B. 
nd P. Ry. at. mile 72.91 and 74.25, and under section 167 to revise location of the 
.B. and P. Ry. near said junction at mile 72.91. (Adjourned hearing.) File 17307. 

_ 8789. Application of the municipal corporation of the township of Humberstone,: 
nder section 250 for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide and construct suitable 
ulverts under its line of railway known as the Buffalo and Goderich division of the 
rand Trunk on lots 22 and 23, concession 1, of the township of Humberstone. File 
0681. 

Order made directing the G.T.R. Co. to provide and construct culverts under its 
ulway on said lots 22 and 23. work to be eompleted by May 31, 1918, question of the 
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railway company’s contribution to the entire cost of the work to stand until the wor 
is completed. See order 18534. 

3790. Application of the Toronto Suburban Ry. Co., under section 227 for author 
ity to cross the tracks of the G.T.R., where they intersect the applicant company’s ral 
way on the Acton Tanning tenets s property, Acton, Ont. File 20564. 

Order made granting the application. Half-interlocking plan to be installed. apg 
plicant company to bear the whole cost of installation and maintenance. See order 
18378. 

3791. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., under Stee 237 and 288, for an 
order directing the G.T.R., C.P.R. and the O.N.R. companies to erect and maintain 
gates or such other protection as the Board may deem advisable on either side of 
the railway tracks of the said companies where such tracks cross George street, in 
the city of Toronto, and to operate such gates by watchmen, or to do such other acts 
us the Hoard may order for the protection of the public using such streets. File 
588.28. 

Order made. The crossing to be protected by watchmen from 6.30 a.m. to 6.30 p.m 
by railway company, one third of the cost to be paid by the city, one-third by the C.P.R. 
and one-third by the G.T.R. 

3792. Application of the Empire Flour Mills, Ltd., of St. Thomas, Ont., for the 
restoration of the milling-in-transit arrangement on United States corn; the product 
of which was shipped from St. Thomas to points on or via the G.T.R. and C.P.R., the 
said arrangement under Michigan Central tariffs having been cancelled on the 3rd 
January, 1911. (Adjourned hearing.) File 20050. : 

Judment reserved. Matter referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to e 
upon. 

3793. Application of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario, for an order . 
quiring railway companies— 

(a) To accept and forward per carloads of fruit at the carload rate subject to th 
carload minimum weight, from the original shipping point to the final destination, : 
be stopped in transit for completion of the carload at an additional charge of $3 | 

ear for each such stop. 

(b) For the carriage of fruit to furnish refrigerator cars equipped with rack 7 
slatted floors, so as to insure free circulation of cold or warm air. bi 

(ec) To reimburse the cost of such rack or slated floors when these have to be fur- 
nished by the shippers themselves. 

(d) To reimburse the cost of the slatted floors and paper linings necessary to 
adapt box cars for this traffic, in case the railway companies should be unable to 
furnish refrigerator cars on reasonable notice. File Nos. 19666 and 20747. ; 

The Board refused the application for stop-over privileges for completion of 
carload shipments in transit at an additional charge of $3 per car each such stop; 
railway companies to re-establish the arrangement formerly in effect, whereby apples 
were carried to concentration points for storage, inspection, or for completion 
carloads and re-shipmant subject to certain conditions at a reduction of one-third 
from the local tariff rates to the concentration points, so as to become effective by 

April 5, 1913; the G.T.R., G.T.P., C.P.R. and O.N.R. companies to notify the Board 
not iatee ae April 15, 1913, of Hat number of their refrigerator cars in service are 
supplied with slatted fiord: iat what number are not, ) 

3794. Application, T.H. and B. Ry. Co. under sections 235 and 237, for an ordel 
authorizing it to cross at grade highway known as Sanford Avenue South, Hamil 
Ont., with two spurs. File 20761. 

Order made refusing the application. 

3795. Application of the city of Hamilton for an order directing the T.H. and B. 
Co. to provide proper protection at the intersection of the company’s railway with 
O’Rielly street, Hamilton, Ont. File 20141. 
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Order made. Railway company to protect at its own expense the crossing at 
O’Rielly street and Ferguson avenue, by a day and night watchman. 

3796 Application, city of Hamilton, Ont., for an order directing the T.H. and 
B. Ry. to provide proper protection at the intersection of the company’s railway with 
Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ont. 

Order made. Railway company to protect at its own expense’ the crossing at 

O’Rielly street and Ferguson avenue, by a day and night watehman. 
, 3797. Application, city of Hamilton for an order directing the Hamilton Elec- 
trie Light and Cataract Power Company, Ltd., and the Hamilton Cataract Power, 
Light and Traction Company, to remove their poles, wires and cables on portions of 
certain streets in Hamilton. (Adjourned hearing.) File 19730. 

Judgment reserved. 

38798. Application of G.T.R. to construct spur to the premises of the Massey- 
Harris Company, Ltd., crossing the lands of the Canadian Rumley Co., Ltd., Abell 
and Sudbury streets, in the city of Toronto. File 20706. 

Order made granting the application on the terms and conditions contained in 
the application of the city of Toronto filed with the Board. See order 18100, 

3799. Complaint of the municipality of Shunish, Ont., relative to the G.T. Ry. 
erossing over Oliver road in that municipality. File 9437.910, 

Application authorizing to cross highway and plan’ to be filed at once. Work to 
be completed within two weeks. 

3800. Consideration of the matter of protection of the crossing of McTavish 
Street, over the C.P.R. in the city of Fort William which was authorized by order No. 
15957, dated the 9th day of February, 1912. File 18603. 

Order made that C.P.R. file with the Board, within thirty days from November 8, 
1912, plans of gates directed to be installed at this crossing, and within two months 
after the approval of plans, maintain and operate gates ‘at this crossing with a day and 
night watchman, 20 per cent of cost to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund, one-third by city of Fort William and two-thirds by railway company, cost of 
Maintenance and operation to be borne, 25 per cent by city and the balance by the 
railway company. s 

3801. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237 for authority to construct four 
extra tracks accoss May and Ridgeway streets in the city of Fort William, Ont., the 
portion of said stree‘s affected by the said crossing of track to be closed and replaced 
by street diversion on the northwesterly side of said tracks, but without crossing 
same. File 20538. 

Order made granting the application upon the conditions set forth in the order. 
See order 18457, 

3802. Application of the Board of Trade of Fort William and Port Arthur for 
the discontinuance of the practice of railway companies giving free storage at those 
Points to traffic from the east. (Adjourned tearing.) File 18508. 

Struck off the list. Not to be set down again until the Boards of Trade make 
formal application. 

3803. Application for an order disallowing, as unjust or unreasonable, the tolls 
charged by the O.P., O.N. and G.T.P. Ry. Cos., for switching grain from and to 
the grain elevators at Port Arthur and Fort William. File 20735. 

Judgment reserved. 

3804. Application of the express companies operating at Port Arthur for an order 
fixing restricted limits at Port Arthur within which the express tolls shall include 
Wagon’ service and amending the order of the Board No. 14982, dated August 10, 1911. 
File 4214.146. ; 

Order made directing that until further ordered, the tolls of the said express com- 
panies include the collecting and delivery of express freight by the said companies, 
in all thoroughfares reasonably passable for express wagons in that portion of the 
city of Port Arthur described in the order. Order No. 14982 rescinded. See order 
18346. 
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3805. Complaint of the Vigars-Shear Lumber Company, of Port Arthur, against 
the inerease from $3 to $5 per car for switching from complainants’ siding to the com- 
pany’s interchange with the Canadian Northern Railway at Port Arthur for further- 
ance to Westford, and for which increased charge no tariff has been published and 
filed. File 6713.21. > 

Application dismissed. It may, however, be considered with file 20735 when that 
application is dealt with by the Board. 

3806. Application Fort Francis District Board of Trade, for an order directing 
the C.N.R. to provide at the village of Devlin, Ont., the following :— 

1. A station with sufficient accommodation and facilities for the traffic at that 
point. A 

2. Connect the company’s freight shed with the main highway by means of a: 
properly constructed wagon road. 

3. To build a loading spur and siding within reasonable access from the public 
highway. 

4, To build a cattle yard and cattle loading chute and construct a platform to 
facilitate the loading of grain at that point. 

5. To open the water courses and facilitate the draining of the station grounds. 
File 20791. 

Application withdrawn. 

3807. Application Harry Simpson, et al, at Niverville, Man., for an order direct- 
ing the C.P.R. to, station and keep permanent station agent at Niverville; also to 
stop its express trains, travelling in both directions, at said station. File 20776. 

Order made requiring the C.P.R. Co. to appoint and maintain a permanent agent 
at Niverville station, agent to be appointed on or before February 1, 1913. 

3808. Complaint from Iva D. Pringle, Dugald, Man., alleging non-payment by 
C.N.R. for the erecting of fences along the right of way through his property on the 
southwest 4 section 7-11-6, Man. File 9994.58. 

Matter settled by payment in full from the railway company. 

3809. Application of Robert Wallace, e¢ al, for an order directing the C.P.R. to 
construct a subway at the crossing between sections 24 and 25 in township 11, range 
12. W.P.M. Manitoba. File 20114. . 

Order made diverting crossing. The longer construction on the south side of the 
track to be looked after by the C.P.R., and also to construct the road across the right 
of way. The shorter construction to be looked after by the municipality, 20 per cent 
of the whole cost of work to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. 

3810. Complaint of the farmers in township 15, range 22, west of the Ist 
meridian, against the proposed location of the Canadian Northern Railway siding in 
the northeast + section 2. File 8318.2. 

Order made that the C.N.R. file with the Board, within 30 days plan showing 
four car spur. Applicants to provide railway company with sufficient land for 
construction of spur and pay cost of same. Railway company at lberty to remove 
switch and frog connecting spur with main line during the months of June, July and 
August in each year. | 

3811. Application of the Grain Growers Association of Baldur, Man., for an order 
requiring the C.N.R. to provide the siding for grain loading purposes at a point 
between Baldur and Belmont, Man. File 20174. 

Order made directing O.N.R. to construct a four car siding at a point between 
Baldur and Belmont. Applicants to provide land for the siding and to grade it, 
The railway to provide ties and rails and to maintain siding. 

3312. Application of the municipality of Rockwood town of Stonewall and Stone 
wall District Board of Trade, for an order directing the C.P.R. to grant commu 
tion passenger tickets to passengers travelling between Winnipeg and Stonewall, or 
the ground that the C.P.R. sell commutation tickets between Winnipeg and Winni 
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~ peg Beach, and the O.N.R., between Winnipeg and Oak Point, Manitoba. (Adjourned 
hearing.) File 20171. 

Application dismissed. 

3813. Application of O.P.R., under section 237 for authority to construct one 
additional track and re-construct an existing track on the Emerson branch; also to 

construct an additional track on its old or north main line across Montcalm street, 
St. Boniface, Man. File 20208. 

Order made granting application C.P.R., to, at its own expense, place a watchman 
at Montcalm street, for the purpose of protection. 

3814. Application G.T.P.B. lines under section 227, for authority to cross with 
its Harte Brandon branch the C.P.R. main. line in the northeast + section 31-10-17, 
W.P.M. File 18030.17. 

Order made amending order 17216, August 15, 1912, by providing overhead struc- 
tures authorized by said order shall be wide enough to permit of two tracks only to 
pass under same. 

3815. Application C. N. Ry. Co. under section 227 for authority to construct its 

_lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the C. P. R. in the S.E. 4 section 620-98 
W. 4th M. Alta. File 18481.74. 

Order made granting application, C. N. R. to bear expense of changing grade on 
ane of OC. P. R., making such change in grade as necessary to Highwood River 
bridge. 

3816. Application of the C.P.R. under section 237 for authority to construct 
across Nairn street, Winnipeg, one additional track on its old or north main line and 
one additional track on its new or south main line, said south main line being also 
known as the Molson cut-off. File 20203. 

y Order made granting the applicant company leave to cross Nairn street; said 
crossing to be protected by a day. and night watchman; the expense of the said watch- 
man to be borne by the applicant company. See order 18361. 

3817. Application of the Midland Railway Co., of Manitoba, and Winnipeg Track- 
age, Ltd., under section 227, for an order granting leave to the Midland Railway 
Company to cross the tracks of a main industrial spur of the C. P. R. near Wall 
street, Winnipeg, Man., with the tracks of an industrial spur leading to the lands of 
Winnipeg Trackage, Limited. File 20815. 

Application refused, with privilege of renewing it at any future time. 

3818. Tees and Persse, Ltd., John Deere Plow Co., Ltd., Campbell Bros., Wilson 
Co., Ltd., Miller, Morse Hardware Co., Ltd., the Frost and Wood Co., Lid., A. R. Wil- 
hams Machinery Co., Ltd., and other corporations and persons being owners of indust- 
Ties situate along the branch line of the Canadian Pacific Ry. Co., in the city of Win- 
nipeg, known as Princess street spur, applying for an order rescinding order No. 17398, 
dated the 30th day of August, A.D. 1912. File 20115. 

- Order made refusing the application. 

3819. Complaint of G. R. Seruton, of Beausejour, Manitoba, that whereas the 
C.P.R. does not exceed the Winnipeg rates to points on its Teulon and Winnipeg 
Beach branches on lumber and shingles from British Columbia points, it exceeds the 
Winnipeg rate by 5 cents per 100 pounds to Beausejour; notwithstanding that com- 
; ae must pay the Winnipeg rates on similar shipments from Keewatin. File 
20790. 

Order made that the C.P.R., C.N.R. and G.T.P. companies reduce the local and 
joint rates on lumber from shipping points west of and including Blairmore and 
Laggan, Alta., to points east of the Red river, so as to graduate less abruptly from the 
Winnipeg basis to the maximum basis west of lake Superior; reduced rates to become 
effective not later than April 1, 1918. Complaint with regard to the rates from Kee- 
watin dismissed. Order No. 18738. 

3820. Application of the G. T. R. and the G. T. P. Branch Lines Companies 
under section 254, subsection 4, for an order relieving such companies from erecting 
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and maintaining gates in opening in right of way fences provided to give the public 
ingress to and egress from station reservations on their respective lines. File 9994.65. 

Application dismissed. Judgment, Chief Commissioner and Commissioner 
McLean, November 15. 

3821.. Complaint of the St. Boniface Board of Trade, and the Western Stone Co., 
of Winnipeg, that in transferring stone ex-Tyndall, from the C.P.R., to the O.N.R. 
and G. T. P. R., the companies are disregarding the provisions of the general inter- 
switching order No. 4988. File 20241. 

No order made. Complainants to furnish C. P. R. with statement. Railway to 
arrange for refund of any overcharge. 

3822, Complaint of the St. Boniface’ Board of Trade, and Messrs. Couture and 
Marion, of St. Boniface, that by increasing its rate on brick from St. Boniface to 
Yorkton from 10 cents to 103 cents per 100 pounds the C. P. R. Co. is now charging 
an excessive rate; also, that in charging 3 cents per 100 pounds from Portage la Prairie, 
to Winnipeg, and 4% cents from Winnipeg to Portage la Prairie, the company dis- 
criminates against St. Boniface Brick Manvfacturers in favour of those at Portage 
la Prairie. File 20240. 

Application dismissed. 

3823. Application of J M. Suttie, corner Florence and Fisher streets, Riverview, 
Winnipeg, and A. E. M. Paget, Jessie avenue, between Helen street and Ayssley street, 
for the inclusion of their residences within the limits prescribed by order of the Board 
No. 15006 of September 15, 1911, for the free collection and delivery of goods by the 
express companies at Winnipeg. File 4214.145. | 

No order necessary as Canadian Northern Express undertook to arrange to deliver 
to Myr. Suttie’s house. 

3824. Complaint of J. G. Simmie, of McConnell, Manitoba, that the Canadian 
Northern Express Co. charge higher rates between McConnell, Manitoba, and Winni- 
peg, than those charged by the Dominion Express Company for similar or greater 
distances between Hamiota and Strathclair and Winnipeg. File 4214.292. 

Judgment reserved. Matter referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to investi- 
gate and report upon. 

3825. Consideration of the question of “sample markets” under the Canadian 
Grain Act with respect to matters therein assigned to the Board of Railway Com- 
missioners. File 20367. 

Judgment reserved. 

3826. Application, city of Brandon, to cross with its municipal street railway 
the Canadian Northern at Tenth street. File 19861. 

Order made granting the application upon the conditions set out in the order. 
See order No. 18241. 


3827. Application of city of Fort William, for an order directing C.N.R. te 
iustall and provide safety appliances at the intersection of Gore and Frederica streets, 
West Fort William. File 20687. 

Order made directing C.N.R. to erect gates at Gore street, 20 per cent of the cos 
of installation to be paid out of “The Railway Grade Crossing Fund,” 20 per cemt 
of the remaining 80 per cent to be paid by the city, and the balance by the railway com 
pany. Cost of maintainance to be borne, 20 per cent by the city, and 80 per cent by 
the railway company. Gates to be completed and put into operation on or before th 
Ist of March, 1918. / 


3828. Application of the city of Brandon for leave to cross the line of th 
Canadian Northern Railway Company on First street, with the lines of its street rail 
way. File 21112. 

Order made authorizing the crossing, subject to the conditions set out in th: 
order. 
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3829. Complaint of the Canadian Oil Co., Ltd., re refusal of C.P.R. to’ switch 
ear loads of empty barrels at Paddington received from C.N.R. stores department, 
Winnipeg. File 20870. 

Judgment reserved. Matter referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to report 
upon. ‘ 

3830. Complaint of Frank Yestrom regarding condition of fences along right of 
way of C.N.R. Co.. between Dufresne and St. Ann, Manitoba. 

Order made requiring the company to repair immediately its fences along the 
right of way between Dufresne and St. Ann, Manitoba. 

3831. Application of C.N.R. Co., for an order under section 237 of the Railway 
Act, authorizing the construction of a second track across Dawson road, St. Boniface, 
Man. 

Order made granting application without prejudice to the right of way of the city 
of St. Boniface to apply for protection at the said crossing at any future date. 

3832. Application of Canadian Northem Railway Co. to cross irrigation ditches 
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company in the Province of Alberta. File No. 

12924.35. 
The companies having arranged the differences existing between them, draft order 
to be signed and forwarded to the Board for signature. 

3833. Application city of Winnipeg, requiring the C.P.R. Co. and the Winnipeg 
Electric Ry. Co. to show cause why the McPhillip street subway should not be used 
for street railway traffic. 

Board decided that subway may be used for street railway purposes if there is no 
danger to superstructure owing to attachment of electric wires, &. Details of work 
to be done under direction and to satisfaction of the Board’s engineer. 

3834, Petition residents of The Pes, N.W.T., for an order directing the C.N.R. to 
provide a regular train service between Hudson Bay, Junction and The Pas. File 
12792. P 

Matter stands. C.N.R. Co. have promised to install a telegraph service between 
Hudson Bay Junction and The Pas, by the 7th December. 

3835. Complaint of the municipality of the village of Marcelin, Sask., relative to 
C.N.R. crossing at that point. File 20362. 

C.N.R. stated that the matter had been arranged and the work partially completed. 

3836. Complaint of town of Prince Albert, Sask., regarding’ snunting of cars 
across certain streets and protection required thereat. 

Town to file complaint as to protection required. 

3837. Complaint of Chas. McDonald, of Prince Albert, Sask., re freight rates 
between Montreal, P.Q., and Vancouver and Victoria and between Montreal, P.Q., 
-and Prince Albert, Sask. 

Matter to be considered in connection with the Western Freight Hates Case. 

3838. Complaint of J. Hopwood regarding overcharge on car of settler’s effects by 
C.N.R. 

C.N.R. undertook to look into the matter and if a mistake has been made to rectify 
the same. If it is not settled to the complainant’s satisfaction he is to communicate 
with the Board. 

3839. Application of McKenzie Ellis Wood Company, Ltd., for an order directing 
the Canadian Northern Railway Company to construct a spur to run off the city 
track crossing Seventeenth street to lots 1 and 4, block 13. river lots 76, Prince Albert, 
Sask. 

Railway company stated that it would arrange with the applicants to construct 
the spur. No action necessary. ee 

3840. Complaint of rural municipality of Kindersley, Sask., respecting condition 
of road leading up to loading platform at Firmount siding, in township 28, R. 24, 
W 3rd M. on the line of the O.N.R. File 20575. 
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The run off the loading platform has been fixed up and the company are working — 
at the road. No further action necessary at present. 

3841. Application of the Waldhein Board of Trade for an Order directing the 
C.N.R. to construct a station at that point. File 15825. 

Spee made requiring a third-class station to be completed by the Ist May, 1918. 

3842. Complaint citizens and farmers of Ruddell, Sask., relative to alleged short- 
age of cars at that point on the line of the C.N.R. 

Matter explained by solicitor for C.N.R. to the estinfaiction of the Board. 

3843. Complaint of E. BE. Bent, of Landis, Sask., regarding delay of O.P. ear 
141176 loaded with flour and groceries at Saskatoon for Landis, Sask. 

The Solicitor for the C.N.R. stated that the company were responsible for the 
delay, and that the man had been dismissed. No further action necessary. | 

3844. Complaint of J. B. Cote, of Legal, Alberta, against the alleged poor accom- 
modation for passenger and freight and the manner of handling of freight by the — 
O.N.R. at that point. File 20831. 

Order made directing the C.N.R. Co. to erect a suitable shelter and platform. — 
Plans to be filed by the 22nd December, 1912. Work to be commenced after approval — 
of plans. 

3845. Application Robert Bailey, Esq., of Namao, Alta., under section 171 for 
leave to work the mines and minerals lying under the railway of the Edmonton, 
Dunvegan and British Columbia Railway Company. S.W. 1-4, 8-55-24, W. 4th M. — 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 18904. 

3846. Petition from the farmers in the vicinity of Lamartin, Alberta, for an order 
directing the G.T.P. Ry. to provide facilities for loading cattle and hogs at eum 
Alta. File 19058. . 

Referred to the Board’s inspector to look into and report upon the Eee re of 
traffic. Company promised to furnish necessary grain cars. 

3847. Application of the village of North Edmonton, Alberta, for an order direct 
ing the C.N.R. to construct a crossing at Kelly avenue across the tracks of the said 
company. File 19618. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order No. 18240. 

3848. Application of the village of North Edmonton, Alta., for an order directing 
the G.T.R. Co. to construct a switch or switches for the purpose of loading and unload- 
ing freight consigned from and to the village of North Edmonton. File 20121. 

No further action necessary tracks having been put in by the railway company. 

3849. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alta., for an order 
directing the G.T.R. to construct a switch or. switches for the purpose of loading and 
unloading freight consigned from and to the village of North Edmonton. File 20121. 

No further action necessary tracks having been put in by the railway company. 

3850. Application of the corporation of the city of Edmonton, Alta., under section 
29, for an order amending or varying order No. 16259, by providing for the straighten- 
ing or widening of the wing walls of the subway now constructed over Fort Saskat- 
chewan trail. File 9023 Part 2. 

Permission granted to the city as it desires to change wing walls of the subway. 
Pians to be submitted to the Board and the G.T.P. City to do the work at its own 
expense, no allowance to be made out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund. 

3851. Application of the city of Edmonton, Alberta, under sections 29 and 30, 
for an order directing the C.N.R. Co. and the G.T.P. Ry. to use one set of double 


tracks from eastern boundary of the city to First street. (Adjourned hearing.) File 
16839. 
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Engineers of the respective parties to consult together. Board’s operating officer 
to report. Railway companies to prepare plans and submit same to city and Board’s 
engineer. Plans to be prepared by 22nd January, 1913, and to show as far as possible 
"manner in which question of grade separation is to be dealt with. Plans also to show 
points where, in opinion of the railway companies, the rights of way can be brought 
together with a view of eliminating unnecessary cost and expense of subway construc- 
tion. except in places where it may be necessary to put in local yards or extra tracks 
for the purpose of looking after existing industries or industrial track spaces that the 
city are now laying out, negotiations to be gone on with as soon as the two months 

. are Up. 
3852. Application of the Edmonton and Clover Bar Sand Co., of Edmonton, for 
Pete airation of the rates charged by the Grand Trunk Pacifie Ry. Co., from the 
complainants’ sand and gravel pits at Clover Uae to Edmonton. File 20826. 

Judgment reserved. 

3853. Application under section 237 for authority to construct a highway across 
the right of way of the Edmonton, Yukon and Pacific Railway Co., and the right of 
way of the Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co., within the limits of the city of Edmonton 
for the purpose of connecting Nineteenth street, north and south of said right of way. 
File 20578. 

_ Engineers of respective parties to consult together. Board’s operating officer to 
report: Railway companies to prepare plans and submit same to city and Board’s 
engineer. Plans to be prepared by 22nd January, 1913, and to show as far as possible 
manner in which question of grade separation is to be dealt with. Plans also to show 
points where, in opinion of railway companies, the right of way can be brought together 
with a view of eliminating unnecessary cost and expense of subway construction 
except in places where it may be necessary to put in local yards or extra tracks for the 
purpose of looking after existing industries or industrial track spaces that the city 
are now laying out, negotiations to be gone on with as soon as the two months are un. 

3854. Consideration of the question of protection at crossing of O.N.R. over 
Edmonton street railway at First street, Edmonton, Alta. File 8636, case 4041. 

Engineers of the respective parties to consult together. Board’s operating officer 
to report. Railway companies to prepare. plans and submit same to city and Board’s 
engineer. Plans to be prepared by 22nd January, 1913, and to show as far as possible 
manner in which question of grade separation is to be dealt with. Plans also to show 
points were, in opinion of the railway companies, the right of way can be brought 
together with a view of eliminating unnecessary expense and cost of subway con- 
struction except in places where it may be necessary to put in local yards or extra 
tracks for the purpose of looking after existing industries or industrial track spaces 
that the city are now laying out, negotiations to be gone on with as soon as the two 
months are up. 

3855. Petition of the Minburn Board of Trade, and residents of that vicinity, 
- requesting that the C.N. Ry. Co. be directed to maintain a station and a station agent 
at that point. File 20214. 

Referred to Board’s inspector to make inspection and report, to ascertain the 
amount of business done at Minburn. Platform to be extended 60 feet. 

3856. Complaint of John McNeill of the Twin City Transfer Co., Edmonton, 
that he is not allowed equal privileges with another Transfer Oo., to solicit transfer 
and baggage at the C.P.R. station. File 20929. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set out in the 
order, but without prejudice to the position of the applicant when the question of 
further protection arises. 

— 3857. Application of Harold W. Riley, of Calgary, for reconsideration of the 
Board’s order No. 17384, of September 4, 1912, as amended by order No. 17492 of 
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September 14, 1912, prescribing express rates on cream, and terms and conditions of 
services in connection therewith. File 4214.219. 

Stands for applicants to furnish the Board with a statement of particulars and | 
to send a copy of it to the express companies. 

3858. Application of G.T.P.B.L. Co., under section 167, for approval of revised 
location from section 33-23-29, W. 4 M. to north line section 1-24-1 W. 5 M. mile 
196.81 to mile 198.44, district of South Alberta, Alta., and 

Application of Caradoc David Jenkyn of Calgary, for an order rescinding 
order No. 13880, dated June 10, 1911, approving of the G.T.P. Branch Lines location, 
entrance, into Calgary. File 10821.17. : 

Application withdrawn. 

3859. Application of the Canadian Northern Railway Co., under section 159, - 
for sanction and approval of the location of its line of ralway through townships— 
93-94, and ranges 29, W. 4 M. 21, W. 5. M. and part of the city of ‘Calgary, Alta. 
Mileage 255.73 to 261.44. . File 12924.20. 

Complaint abandoned, as matters complained of have been adjusted. 

3860. Application Calgary Brewing Co., re switching of cars on 15th street, 
Calgary, Alta. File 21194. 

Board decided that an order should issue for installation of switches as shown on 
plan, as soon as city council of Calgary passes necessary by-laws. 

3861. Complaint of Board of Trade, Gleichen, Alta., re O.P.R. car supply. 
File 18705.20. 

Board decided that this matter ain be dealt with by Grain Commission. 

3862. Complaint of Banff Board of Trade, Banff, Alta. against the proposed 
change of route on the C.P.R. through Banff, Alta. File 21182. 

Board directed that if the company should make an application to change its 
line the Board would take this*protest into consideration. 

3863. Application of the Canadian Pacific, Grand Trunk, Michigan Central, and 
Canadian Northern Railway Companies, for an order providing that’ notwithstanding 
anything contained in the order of the Board dated January 25, 1906, (approving the 
Canadian Car Service Rules) shippers or consignees who retain cars for loading or 
unloading beyond the free time allowed by said rules, shall pay certain demurrage 
charges, as set out in this application. 

Order made that on the publication and filing of tariffs therefor, and for the 
period commencing December 15, 1912, and terminating March 31, 1913, the applicant 
companies are permitted to increase the car service or demurrage toll prescribed by 
order No. 906, January 25, 1906, from $1 a day to $2.a day for the first 24 hours and 
to $3 for each succeeding 24 hours. Order not to apply to cars held in transit at 
stop over points under published tariffs. See order 18178. 

3864. Application of the Ashcroft and District Board of Trade of Ashcroft, 
B.C., for new freight accommodation at local station at Ashcroft, B.C., on the line 
of the C.P.R. File 20166. 

No further action necessary. 

3865. Complaint of M. F. Shook, Hatzic, B.C., for an order directing the C.P.R. 
to provide a farm crossing where the railway affects his property. File 19849. 

No action taken by the Board. 

3866. Complaint of the Mission District Board of Trade alleging that the level 
crossing over the tracks of the C.P.R. at Mission City, B.C., known as Horne avenue 
crossing, is inadequate, also is blocked by cars for thirty minutes and upwards at a 
time., File 15725. 

MAtter to stand until the municipality passes a by-law for the building of a 
bridge. 

3867. Complaint of the residents of Fairview avenue and the municipality of 
Penticton, B.C., relative to location of the Kettle Valley railway through the town of 
Penticton, B.C. File 17738.25. 
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Railway company to furnish the muncipality with copies of the plans of street 
crossings, and municipality to be given an opportunity to present its views to the 
Board before an order issues. 

3868. Application of the Charles Henry Ziegler, et al, George Rittner, Lemuel 
Freer, Henry L. Massey, and others, under sections 258 and 284 of the Railway Act, 
for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacifie Railway Company to provide a 
station and freight accommodation at Haysport in the province of British Columbia, 
and 
: Application of the Grand Trunk Ry. Co., to amend order No. 17253, dated the 
20th day of August, 1912. File 199995. 

Order made that the Grand Trunk Pacific Ry. Co. stop its trains for mail and 
passenger service at Haysport, B.C., until the opening of navigation. Order No. 
18592. 

3869. Application of the corporation of ‘the district of Coquitlam, B.C., under 
section 237, for an order directing the C.P.R. Co. to provide and construct a suitable 
crossing connecting Hastings street with the Dewdney Trunk road, at Westminster 
Junction, B.C. File 20351. 

Matter referred to the chief operating officer of the Board to report upon, and in 
the meantime no order made regarding change of station. 

3870. Application Abbotsford Timber and Trading Company, Limited, for per- 
mission to cross the track of the V.V. and E.Ry. Co. with their logging track, in the 
centre of section 20, township 16, E.O.M. File 20034. 

Order made for an overhead or level crossing, which ever is recommended by the 
Board’s engineer. Protection to be at the expense of the applicants. 

3871. Application O.P.R., for approval of plans showing proposed new location 
of station at Salmon Arm, Shuswap subdivision, B.C., Division. File 19616. 

Order made extending time for completion to the 28th April, 1913. 

3872. Complaint of the Vancouver, Nanaimo Coal Mining Co., Limited, that the 
KE. and N. Ry. refused to handle private coal cars over their main line. File 19535. 

Order made dismissing the complaint. See order 18246. 

3873. Application Canadian Pacific Ry. Co.; for leave to terminate the siding 
agreement made November 1, 1911, between the O.P.R. and the Vancouver Ice and 
Cold Storage Co., Limited, the siding in respect of which this application is made 
being situate in the city of Vancouver. File 20130. 

See judgment of Chief Commissioner, dated January 22, 1913, that no order will 
go for one month in order to allow the parties to agree as to compensation. 

3874. Application of the British Columbia Sugar Refining Co., of Wancouver, 
for an order prohibiting the Canadian Pacific Ry Co., from trans-shipping in its 
Vancouver yard straight carloads of sugar ex-complainants’ siding, so as to con- 
solidate two carload shipments into one car, for different consignees at the same 
destination, or for different destinations. File 20550. 

No further action necessary. 

3875. Complaint of the British Columbia Sugar Refining OCo., of Vancouver, 
alleging discrimination by the Canadian railway companies in their rates on sugar 
to points in the western provinces, in favour of the refiners in Eastern Canada. 
(Resumption of hearing held at Vancouver, July 27, 1912.) File 19700. 

See judgment of Commissioner S. J. McLean, dated February 21, 1913, deciding 
that the application must stand to be dealt with in connection with the general 
investigation into western freight rates, 

3876. Complaint of the Pacific Machinery and Supply Co., of Vancouver, against 
the first-class rating of the Canadian Freight Classification for band saws. File 
20698. . 

Order made dismissing the application. 

3877. Application of the Imperial Rice Milling Co., of Vancouver, B.O., for 
reductions from the present freight rates on rice and broken rice (or brewers grits) 
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from Vancouver to points east of and including Calgary to Winnipeg, inclusive. 
File 20198. : 

Order made dismissing the application. 

3878. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order regulating the 
carriage of milk in the district of Vancouver, B.C. File 20119. 

No further action necessary. 

3879. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order allowing the con- 
struction of a bridge or viaduct to be used as a public highway from Georgia street 
to Harris street in the city of Vancouver over the railways of the O.P.R. and the 
V.V. and E. Ry. and Navigation Co.’s tracks. File 20060. 

Order made as to the V.V. and E. Ry. and Navigation Co., approving of the plans 
of the crossing of the Georgia-Harris street, bridge, city of Vancouver, to do the work 
at its own expense. With regard to the C.P.R., order to go in the terms of the con- 
sent matter signed to be filed. Order to go in regard to the protection of North 
Vancouver Ferry crossing G.T.P. crossing at Columbia avenue crossing. 

3880. Application of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order allowing the 
construction. of a subway and approaches thereto under the railway of the C.P.R. 
to be used as a public highway at and adjoining Carroll street, in the city of Van- 
couver, B.C., and apportioning the cost of the same. File 20061. 

Order made as to the V.V. and E. Ry. and Navigation Co., approving of the 
plans of the crossing of the Georgia-Harris street bridge, city of Vancouver to do 
the work at its own expense. With regard to the C.P.R. order to go in the terms of 
the consent matter signed to be filed. .Order to go in regard to the protection of 
North Vancouver Ferry crossing. G.T.P. crossing at Columbia avenue crossing. 

3881. Application for an order allowing and directing the construction of high- 
ways on Hastings street, Pender street, Keefer street, and Harris street, by way of 
overhead bridges or viaducts over the railway of the V.V. and E. Ry. and N. Co., at 
its intersection of said streets and for the costs of such construction and main- 
tenance of same. Plan in trip. File 20062. 

Order made that the time within which the British Columbia Electric Ry. Co., 
be allowed to appeal from order of the Board No. 17840, be extended for two months 
from November 29, 1913, and directing that the work be completed under said order 
within six months from November 28, 1912. See order No. 18253. 

3882. Complaint from the land owners and residents of White Rock, B.C., per 
Mr. Henry T. Thrift, of White Rock, B.C., relative to the Victoria Terminal and 
Ferry Company, otherwise the Great Northern Railway Co., failing to provide faci- 
lities for the public to get to the waters of Seminhoe bay about three and one-half miles 
north of the international boundary line, more particularly in section 10, township 1, 
New Westminster district. File 20176. 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to report on best place for subway. Order made 
for construction of subway. Detail plans to be filed within three weeks from the 
time the Board’s engineer visits the point. 

3883. Petition of the residents of Abbotsford, B.C., asking that Hazel street be 
opened up across the tracks of the C.P.R. and British Columbia Electric Railway in 
order to relieve the congestion of traffic at Essendende avenue, in Abbotsford, B.C. 
File 17618. J 

Board decided nothing could be done until local authorities give the residents 
the right to cross the tracks of the British Columbia Electrie Co. When consent 
obtained application may be renewed. 

3884. Application of the Dolata Shingle Co., Limited, for an order requiring the 
O.N. Railway Co. to construct a spur to serve the applicants’ mill near Townsend 
station, B.C. File 20917. 

Order made authorizing the construction of the branch line, and directing the 
railway company to construct it by February 14, 1918. See order 18508. 
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3885. Application of the city of Vancouver for the construction of gates at the 
crossing of the C.P.R. and Victoria drive, Vancouver. 

No further action deemed necessary by the Board. If the city desires to go on 
with the application at a future date, it may renew the application. 

3886. Application of the Municipal Council of Delta, B.C., for an order rev iewing, 
rescinding, changing, altering, or varying order of the Board made on the application 
of the V.V. and E. Ry. and Navigation Co., on August 5, 1907, relating to a portion 
of the River road in the municipality of Dae and order of the Board No. 681%, 
dated March 3, 1909, and for an order compelling the V.V. and E. Ry and Navigation 
Co. to make a safe and sufficient road in lieu of that portion of said river road taken 
by the said railway company for purposes of its railway. File 6000, case 4431. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 18247. 

3887. Complaint of John A. Lee and F. J. Hart & Co., Ltd., of New Westminster, 
B.C., relative to refusal of the G.N.R. to stop their train leaving Vancouver at 4 
p.m. at Crescent. 

This is set down in view of the further complaint of F. J. Hart & Co., of New 
Westminister, B.C., dated November 11, 1912, that the G.N.R. have not put in proper 
train service. File 19737. 

Railway company to send to the Board eid to the applicants copies of new time 
table to be issued about the 1st of January. Applicants to make any further repre- 
sentations they desire. 

3888. Complaint of the municipality of Point Grey, B.C., relative to the condition 
of Granville street depot on the Vancouver and Lulu Island Railway (operated by the 
British Columbia Electric Railway Co.) File 20947. 

The matter complained of to stand in abeyance for one month. If company not 
then in a position to state when the work on the new station will be completed, then 
the Board will deal with the matter. 

3889. Application Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Ry. and Navigation Co. 
under sections 178, 180 and 237 for authority to expropriate certain lands in the 
district of New Westminster, part of the lands being required for the purpose of 
diverting the Gunn road and Brunette road and part for purpose of providing an over- 
head crossing over tracks of said railway company at North road; also for an order 
closing portions of the Gunn road and Brunette road. File 572.33. 

Judgment reserved, the engineers of the parties interested to hold a conference 
with the engineer of the Board, who is to report in the matter. 

- 8890. Application of the Minister of Railways of British Columbia for an order 
directing that the pivotal span in the railway bridge over the Fraser river at New 
Westminster, B.C., shall be required to open only for the passage up or down the river 
of such ships, barges, boats or other vessels as cannot by the adoption of a hinge or 

similar device lower their smoke stacks, funnels, masts, flag-staffs or other similar 
erections and pass under.the bridge without the pivotal span thereof being opened. 

Order made in terms of regulations filed with the Board. 

3891. Application on behalf of the Burrard Inlet Tunnel and Bridge Co., for the 
approval of the location of their railway from station 0 plus 00 to station 130 plus 
03.6 on the §.S. of Burrard Inlet and for the approval of the location on the north 
side from station 148 plus 26 to station 174 plus 88.7. File 15732.4. 

Order made granting the application subject to condition set forth in the order. 
Order No. 1765 rescinded. See order 18035. 

: 3892. Application of the O.P.R. Co., for approval of the location of station at 
Coquitlam. File 20750. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 18379 

3893. Complaint of the Langley Prairie Farmers and Traders Association 
Tegarding fences on the line of the V.V. and E. Ry. from Cloverdale to Aldergrove. 

Referred to the Board’s inspector to investigate and report on. Order to go in 
accordance with his report. 
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3894. Petition from the Delta Board of Trade against the running of the G.N. 
Ry. train between Guichon and Vancouver. 

Order made. With regard to the complaint regarding train service, &e., the rail- 
way company to file its answer within fifteen days and forward copies of rete to the 
complainants. ; 

3895. Application of the Western Erbe Mills, Limited, for the extension of their 
present siding at mill at Sapperton, B.C., on the G.N.R. also to have their local freight 
trains stop at applicants’ mill to take edhe to Vancouver and leave off freight from 
Vancouver. File 19195. 

Order made that the Great Northern Ry. Co. extend the said siding 100 feet, 
work to be commenced by December 9, and completed by December 29, 1912. See 
order 18255. 

3896. Complaint of the question of protection at the crossing of the British 
Columbia Electric Ry. Co., over the Esquimault and Nanaimo Ry., near Russel 
station, B.C. File 19318. 

Order made rescinding the operative part of order No. 16133, dated March 15, 
1912, and amending same. See order 18733. 

3897. Complaint of the Vietoria-Phenix Brewing Co., of Victoria, B.C., that on 
April 1, 1912, the C.P.R. Co. inereased its rate on ales, beer, and porter from Victoria 
to Vancouver locally from $2 to $4 per ton, and on the returned empties from $2 
to $8 per ton. File 20363. 

Judgment reserved. Referred to the chief traffic officer of the Board for report. 

3898. Application of the corporation of the city of Victoria in the province of 
British Columbia for an order directing the employment of a watchman and the 
installation of gates on Esquimault road, in the city of Victoria, where the same is 
erossed by the tracks of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. Co., Limited. File No. 
9437.944. 

Order made directing the Esquimalt and Nanaimo Ry. Co., to erect, maintain, 
and operate gates at the crossing with day ea night watchman, 20 per cent to be 
paid out of ‘ The Railway Grade Crossing Fund,’ 20 per cent by the city of Victoria, 30 
per cent by the E. and N. Ry. Co. and 30 per cent by the British Columbia Electric 
Ry. Co., Limited. The cost of maintenance and operation to be borne and paid, 30 per 
cent by the city of Victoria, 35 per cent by the British Columbia Electrie Co. and 35 
per cent by the E. and N. Ry. Co. Plans to be filed by January 2nd. Gates to be com- 
pleted and put in operation within three months from the date of the approval of the 
plans by the Board. 

See Order No. 18249. 


3899. Application of the town of Blairmore, Alta., per the opening of 8th avenue 
across the tracks of the C.P.R. File 17711. 

G.N.R. Co. to furnish the Board with report as to number of cars available for 
Canadian shippers and certain other information. 

3900. Complaint of A. E. Watts, Wattsburg, B.C., alleging discrimination by 
O.P.R. against him in the matter of car supply. File 20667. 

Referred to the Board’s operating department for investigation and report. 


3901. Complaint of Iron Mountain, Limited, Hudson Bay Mines, Queen Mines 
of Salmo, B.C., re G.T.P. refusal to ee ae. cars ie shipment of load ore from Salmo, 
B.C., to the Trail Smelter and Nelson, B.C. File 20619. 

Judgment of the Chief Commissioner that the railway company must provide 
ears for business originating on its lines in Canada. Matter referred to the Board’s 
operating officer for an inspection of the companies’ traffic and facilities, within six 
months from March 7, 1913, the date of the judgment, in order to ascertain whether 
the Board’s directions have been carried out. The question of freight rates to stand 
until the work of collecting further data is completed. 
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3902. Complaint of F. W. Godsal, Alta., and of the Board of Trade of Nelson, 
B.C., against alleged excessive passenger rate on O.P.R. steamers between ports of 
eall on Kootenay and Arrow lakes,’ in the province of British Columbia. File 5889. 

Judgment reserved. Referred to the Board’s chief. traffic officer for report. 


3903. Application of Board of Trade, Nelson, B.C., that the C.P.R. be compelled 
to show cause why they should not now issue a new tariff showing reductions of rates 
similar to those recently granted to Spokane in as much as the present rates from 
points of origin in the east to Nelson, B.C., are discriminatory and unreasonable. 
File 11067. 

Stands to be dealt with in connection with General Western Freight Rates Case. 


3904. Application of the Public Works in the Government of British Columbia 
for an order under section 237 of the Railway Act, 1903, directing the Elk Lumber 
Co., Limited, to provide and construct level highway crossing at Fernie, B.C., across 
their spur. File 20906. 

Judgment reserved. 


3905. Complaint of Mr. H. H. Perry, of Ernfold, Sask., relative to unsanitary 
eendition of slough and lack of crossing at Ernfold station on the line of the C.P.R. 
File* 20742. 

No action taken, the C.P.R. Co. stating that the ground for complaint had been 
removed, and that the company would put the station on the down side of the track, 
which will remove the difficulty with regard to crossing. 


3906. Application of the Board of Trade of Weyburn, Sask., for joint through 
tates by the C.N.R. and C.P.R. via Midale, Sask. File 6713.19. 

Order made directing that the tracks of the Grand Trunk and Canadian Pacific 
Railway Companies at Orillia be so connected as to provide for the reasonable 
receiving, forwarding, delivering and interswitching of traffie between their respective 
railways. Plan to be filed showing proposed connection and interchange tracks by 
the 31st January, 1913. See order No. 18451. 


3907. Application of the city of Hamilton, Ont., re G.T.R. shunting cars on 
Ferguson avenue. 

Board will consider appointment of a sole arbitrator to adjust all claims arising 
out of the G.T.R. Company’s operations on Ferguson avenue. (Adjourned hearing.) 
File 18292. 


3908. Application of the G.T.R. Co., under section 178, for authority to expro- 
priate certain lands in the city of Hamilton, Ont., for the purpose of enabling the 
applicants to comply with the terms and directions contained in order of the Board 
No. 16671. File 18299. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18891. 


3909. Re Brock avenue subway, Toronto, Ont. Board will consider changes in 
plans of subway, desired by the city of Toronto, Ont. File 9437.106. 
No order necessary. Plans referred to the Board’s engineer to deal with. 


3910. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 159 for sanction and approval 
of location of its line of railway through the town of Deseronto, township of 
Tyendinaga, Ont., mileage 132.99 to 134.30. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3878.530. 

; Application granted in so far as the location is concerned. Question of damages 
to land owners reserved. 

3911." Application of the Bay of Quinte Ry. Co., under section 237 for authority 
to revise the grade of its line of railway across the public road between lot 49, con- 
cession 1, township of Camden, counties of Lennox and Addington, and lot 16, con- 
cession 3, township of Portland, county of Frontenac, Ont. File 20644. 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order No. 18891. 
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3912. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry Co., under section 227 for authority 
to cross the G.T.R. spur at mileage 20 from Glen Tay in the town of Cobourg, Ont. 
File 3701.65. 

Judgment reserved, referred to the Board’s engineer to report upon. 

3913. Application of the C.N.R. for authority to cross C.P.R. Co’s. Soo line in the 
N. W. 1-4 section 13, township 2, R. 8. W. 2 M. in the province of Saskatchewan. 
File 20703. 

Application granted. 

3914, Consideration of the question requiring railway companies to provide more 
efficient protection to car repairers working on repair tracks. File 20847. 

Judgment reserved. Referred to the Board’s chief operating officer. See circular 
No. 98. 

3915. Application of the T.H. and B. Ry. Co., under section 178, for authority 
to take without the consent of the owners certain lands situate in township of Brant- 
ford, Ont., in order to provide for new storage tracks. File 21035. 

Application withdrawn. 

3916. Application of the town of Blairmore, Alberta, for an order authorizing the 
opening of 8th avenue across the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 
File 17700. 

Order made refusing the application and authorizing the C.P.R. Company to 
open up, at its own expense, the original road allowance known as Twelfth street 
across its tracks in the town of Blairmore, Alberta. 

3917. Application of the city of Lethbridge, Alberta, for an ordér making per- 
manent the crossing of the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Co. at 13th street 
authorized for by order No. 16640, dated May 28, 1912. File 18908. 

No order made pending the expiration of the time fixed under order of the Board 
No. 16640. The engineer for the city of Lethbridge and the railway company to 
consider what is a proper solution of the difficulties at the point in question. 

3918. Complaint of the Lethbridge Brewing and Malting Co., in regard to freight 
rates on malt from Minneapolis, U.S.A., via the C.P.R. to Lethbridge. File 21205. 

Judgment reserved. Referred to the Board’s chief traffic officer to report on. 

3919. Complaint of Mr. H. H. Perry, of Ernfold, Sask., relative to unsanitary 
condition of slough and lack of crossing at Ernfold station on the line of the C.P.R. 
File 20742. 

Company stated that the slough had been filled in and that the unsanitary con- 
ditions complained of had been removed. Company to put the station on the down 
side of the track, which will remove the difficulty with regard to the crossing. No 
further action necessary at present. 


3920. Complaint of the G.T.P. Branch Lines Company, under section 237, for 
approval of plans showing Regina-Moosejaw branch under Main street in the city 
of Moosejaw, and road diversion. File 10863.53. 

Matter settled. Board decided no further action necessary. 

3921. Application of the town of Weyburn, Sask., for an order authorizing the 
construction of spur tracks for the purpose of ndonwatere serving a tract of land 
recently required for industrial Purposes. File No. 21172. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18713. 

3922. Application of J. H. Maharg for an order direc sting the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Ry. Co., to erect a fence on both eek of the right of way of the railway where, 
it crosses the porthehee quarter 3-17-27, W. 2 M. File No. 9994.74. 

Line not yet constructed: but matlag company will undertake to fence Mr. 
Maharg’s property. 

3923. Application Neil Gilmour, for an order directing the Grand Trunk Pacifie 


Ry. Co., to construct an under-crossing on the northwest half 2-17-25, W. 2. M. File 
20482. 
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Order made that the G.T.P. Co. cut off the top of the hill on the south side of the 
applicant’s farm crossing and improve the grade. Work to be completed by May 15, 
1913. 

3924. Petition of the rural municipality of Webb No. 138 for an order directing 
the Canadian Pacific Ry. Co., to put in crossings at certain highways. File No. 19538. 

Stands; the company to look into the question where the crossing should be 
located. Municipality and railway company to act in conjunction in settling where 
the crossing should-be established, and to satisfy the Board on the question of 
seniority. 

3925. Complaint of the town council of Estevan, Sask., against the closing of 
Souris street by the C.P.R. File 20212. 

No further action necessary. 

3926. Petition from farmers in the vicinity of Wauchope, Sask., for an order 
directing the C.P.R. to construct a stock yard at that point. File 20435. 

No further action taken as Board had no jurisdiction. 

3927. Complaint of the council of the rural municipality of Pheasant Valley No. 
288, Sask., relative to failure of the C.N.R. to construct necessary crossing on road 
allowance between sections 7 and 8 and 7 and 18-29-18 W. 3 M. File 20179. 

Order made authorizing the crossing. Work to be completed by the 21st January, 
1913. 

3928. Complaint of the rural municipality df Walpole, Sask., per C. N. Syme, of 
Wawota, Sask., re condition of crossings in that district on the line of the Brandon- 
Regina branch of the C.N.R. File 2424.4. 

Order made requiring the C.N.R. Co., to grade the diversion in section 2, and to 
construct certain highway crossings as set out in the order; work to be completed by 
July 31, 1918. . 

3929. Complaint of the rural municipality of Walpole, Sask., per C. N. Syme, 
of Wawota, Sask., re condition of crossings in that district on the line of the Mary- 
field-Lethbridge branch of the C.N.R. File 10799.138. 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to report on. Order to go in accordance with 
his report. ; 

3930. Application of the Saskatoon Brick and Supply Company re spur from 
C.N.R. File 18697. 

Order made authorizing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to construct 
the spur. 

3931. Complaint of J. B. McCugan, of’ Kronau, Sask., with reference to dis- 
crimination in freight rates alleged to exist between the towns of Kronau and Dajord 
on the Arcola line. File 20864. 

Order made dismissing the complaint. See order 18348. 

3932. Application of the city of Regina, Sask., under sections 227 and 228 for an 
order varying order No. 14282, to allow the city of Regina to operate its municipal 
street railway on Dewdney street east of Albert street, over a diamond installed by 
the city in September, 1911. ; 

Order made granting the application subject to the conditions set forth in the 
order. See order 18445. A 
| 8933. Application of the city of Regina for authority to cross with its municipal 
street railway the G.T.P.B.L. Co. at rail level at the intersection of Dewdney street 
with Alexander street. File 21061. ba 

Order made granting the application; crossing to be protected by a half-inter- 
locker; work of installing to half-interlocker to be done by respondent company to 
be completed by June 30, 1913. See order 18445. 

3934. Re crossing of Avenue “A” and 23rd street, Saskatoon, by a spur track of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway. This has a reference to order No. 17894. File 20751. 


a 


192 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


Order made amending order No. 17894, by providing that the applicant bear and — 
pay the cost of putting in the diamond at the crossing of Avenue “A” and one-half — 
the expense of operating and maintaining the half-interlocker. See order 18421. . 

3935. Re crossing of Avenue “H,” Saskatoon, by the tracks of the Canadian 
Northern Railway. File 20948. . 

Order made that order No. 18331 be varied and that the cost of portion be varied 
as follows: City of Saskatoon to put in and maintain the diamond and the cost of 
providing and maintaining the half-interlocker plant to be divided equally between the 
city and the C.N.R. See order 18720. 

3936. Complaint regarding the filing of plans by the Canadian Northern (Regina). 
File 21312. | 

Order made that unless the railway company withdraws that portion of its loca- 
tion plan affecting lots 21 to 30, in block 175, by March 27, 1918, it shall, at the 
expiration of the time named, forthwith take the necessary steps to acquire the said 
lots. 

3937. Complaint of Regina Board of Trade re demurrage. File 1700-34. 

The Regina Board of Trade to file with the Board any representations it desires” 
to make. 


3938. Complaint from the town of Emerson, per W. W. Unsworth, relative to 
Main street trestle work of the Canadian Northern Railway Co. being too low. File 
18233. ® 

Order made directing the C.N.R. at its own expense to macadamize the approaches” 
and roadway under the trestle and to erect a fence on the west side of each end of 
the subway, approximately 300 feet of fencing to be erected by the 15th January, 1918, 
the work to be completed by June 15, 1913. 


3939, Application of the Canadian Northern Saskatchewan Ry. Co. (Wroxton 
Westerly Branch) under section 227 of the Railway Act for authority to construct — 
its lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway 
(Canora branch) in the town of Yorkton, Sask. File 18860.2. i 

Order made refusing the application to cross the point applied for but 
authorizing the crossing at a point north of the distant signal placed on track of 
Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Co. as shown on the plan filed with the Board 
and subject to the conditions set out in the order. See order 18379. 

3940. Application of the city of Fort William for an order directing the O.N.R. 
Co. to provide safety appliances for protection of vehicular and pedestrian traffic 
at the intersection of Frederica street with the main line of the O.N.R. Co. ; 

This application is set down for the purpose of affording the O.N.R. Co. an 
opportunity to speak to the question of the distribution of the cost of the work. 
File No. 20688. 

3941. Application of the C.P.R. Co. under section 237 of the Railway Act, for 
authority to construct four extra tracks across May and Ridgway streets in the 
city of Fort William, Ont., the portion of said streets affected by the said crossing 
of track to be closed and replaced by street diversion on the northwesterly side of 
said tracks but without crossing same. | 

This application is set down for further hearing to enable the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway Co. to state whether or not it considers it feasible to divert the line so as 
not to interfere with the streets in front of lot 32. File 20538. 


Order made dismissing the application without prejudice to the applicant to 
. . é 
renew 1t at any future time. 4 


3942. Complaint of the Russell-Baker Packing Co., Ltd., regarding supply of 
stock cars and supply of water in the yards at Kinistino, Melfort, Birch a 
Shellbrook and Star City. File No. 21244. P 

Order made that the C.N.R. Co. put in water-troughs and suitable flooring in) 


the pens, and supply Star City, Melfort, Kinistino, Birch Hills and Shellbrook, 


i 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 193 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


Sask., and arrange for suitable facilities to Prince Albert for switching stock. 
Work to be done not later than June 15, 1913. See order No. 18423. 

_ 3943. Application of the city of eee for an order directing the construc- 
tion of a spur track in Elmwood. File No. 21222. 

Application withdrawn. 

3944. Application of the C.P.R. Co. under section 237 for authority. to con- 
struct across Nairn street, Winnipeg, one additional track on its old or north main 
line and one additional track on its new or south main line, said south main line 
being also known -as the Molson cut-off. 

This application is set down for the purpose of enabling the O.P.R. Co. and 
the city to speak to the question of elimination of the grade at some point to be 
agreed upon between them. File 20205. 

Order made granting leave to C.P.R. Co. to cross Nairn street, crossing to be 
protected by day and night watchmen at the expense of the company. 

3945. Application of the O.P.R. for authority to construct additional track 
across Clavet, Nelson and Stephen streets, Port Arthur, Ont. File 20528. 

Referred to the Board’s engineer to report. 

3946. Application of the municipality of Assiniboia with reference to some 
difficulty which has arisen over the repair and upkeep of a combined railway and 
trafic bridge of the O.N.R. over the Assiniboine’ river, poet west of this 
city. File No. 21193. 

No action taken. 

3947. Re Winnipeg joint terminal tracks. 

This matter is set down for hearing for the purpose of speaking to the ques- 
tion of a temporary crossing over Taylor’s spur. File No. 18578. 

3948. Application of the G.T.P.B.L. Co. for an order under section 261, sub- 
section. 7, allowing it to temporarily carry traffic over portion of Regina-Moosejaw 
branch between mile 34.7 and mile 40.1. File No. 10863.57. 

Order made granting application of company and directing that. it ce that 
portion of its.line covered by the order before June 1, 1913. 

3949. Application of the Consul General of Japan for an order requiring  tele- 
graph companies, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, to accept telegrams in 
plain Japanese language at the single count, in the same manner as those in French, 
German and the other so-called plain languages authorized in international telegraph 
conventions relating thereto. File 10041.33. 

Order made that all telegraph companies be reir to receive for. dace, 
at code-language count, both plain languages and code-languages, Japanese telegrams 
between points in Canada to and from inland points outside of Canada until such 
times as a sufficiently comprehensive dictionary is prepared and approved. 

3950. Consideration of the new tariffs of cartage tolls of the railway companies, 
the effective dates of which have by orders of the Board, been postponed to Decem- 
ber 31, 1912. (Adjourned hearing.) File 18663.9. 

Peder made that the special tariffs of the railway companies be disallow a and 
in lieu thereof, the companies may file and publish special tariffs of toll An eres for 
artage at those points in Eastern Canada where cartage services are rendered which 
shall not exceed 23 cents per 100 pounds provided that the minimum toll may be 


charged and collected for the cartage of any single complete shipment not exceeding 


15 cents. See general order No. 97.° 
_ 3951. Application of the T. H. and B. Ry. Co. under sections 235 and 287 for auth- 
ority to cross at grade the highway known as River Road, township of Welland, Ont., 
with three spurs. File 20961. 
- Order made granting the application. Applicant company to install an electric 
bell at the said crossing by January 23, 1912. See order 18380. 
3952. Consideration of the question of protection of crossing of the C.P.R. at 
Chambers street, Smiths Falls, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 9437.847. 
Referred to the Board’s engineer to report upon. 
20e—13 
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3953. Application of the T.H. and B. Ry. Co. under section: 178, for authority 
to take without the consent of the owners certain lands situate in the township 
of Brantford, Ont., in order to provide for new storage tracks. File 21035. 

Aplication withdraw. 

3954. Application of the C.N.O.R., under section 227, for authority to construct 
sts lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the C.P.R. in the township of Pem- 
broke, Ont., at mileage £2 4 west of Ottawa, by means of an overhead structnre. 
File 8561.109. A 

Order made amending order 17474 by adding the following words: “ and it appear- 
ing that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company is the senior road at the point cf 
crossing.” 

3955. Application of the C.N.O.R. under section 237, for authority to construet 
its line of railway across the public road between concessions B and 2, township of 
Westmeath, county of Renfrew, Ont. File 3561.122. 

Order made authorizing the applicant company to construct a subway, said sub- 
way to have 14 feet head room and to be 20 feet wide on the line of the travelled por- 
tion of the highway. 

3956. Application of John A. Brown, of Beachburg, Ont., for a subway crossing 
on his property on south half of lot 13 and part of north half of lot 12, concession 3, 
E.ML. township of Westmeath, Ont., on the line of the C.N.O. Ry. File 3561.128. 

Order made directing the railway company to construct an under-crossing 15 
feet wide with 12 feet headroom, where the same crosses the applicant’s farm. See 
order 18546. | 

3957. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. under section 237 for an order 
authorizing it to construct its line of railway across Scugog street, in the town’ of 
Bowmanville, Ont., being at mileage 140.2 on said railway. Norn.—The question 
of the distribution of cost to be spoken to. File 3701.73. 

Order made that the cost of installing and maintaining the gates at the said 
crossing be paid, 80 per cent by the applicant company and 20 per cent by the Toronte 
and Eastern Ry. Co. See order No. 18541. 

3958. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. under section 287, to cross the 
side road between lots 7 and 8, concession 1, township of Sydney at mileage 85.05 
(from Glen Tay, Ont.) File 3701.208. 

Order made granting the applicant company’s application. See order No 
18778. 

3959. Complaint.of the township of Gloucester, Ont., and J. Kilgour, of Billing: 
Bridge, Ont., respecting crossing of the C.P.R. at the side road between lots 22 and 23. 
Junction Gore, said crossing known as “ Kilgore’s Crossing.” (Adjourned hearing.) 
File 9437-911. ; 

Stands; no order to issue at present. Board to visit the locality after the snow i 
off the ground. 

3960. Application of Robert Moore, Bell’s Comers, Ont., for an order requiring 
the C.N.O.R. to provide a farm crossing on his farm on lot 11, concession 2, Ottaws 
Front, township of Nepean, Ont. File 3561-126. 

Stands, pending settlement. 

3961. The Michigan Central Railway Co., the Perre Marquette Ry. Co. and the 
T.H. and B. Ry. Co. are required to show cause why they should not be required t 
adopt ‘and put into force the uniform code of rules approved by the Board for thi 
operation of Canadian railways. File 4135.20. 

No order made. Rules to be filed by the railway companies for the approval o 
the Board. 

3962. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies to provid 
return fences and cattle guards at farm crossings where one railway parallels anothe’ 

No order made. ; 
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3963. Consideration of the advisability of standardizing the position of the 
emergency valve on passenger equipment in use by steam railways subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Board. File 21174. 

No action taken. 

3964. Application of the Dominion Stock and Bond Corporation, Ltd., of Van- 
couver, B.C., for an order under section 258, directing the G.T.P. Railway to provide 
and construct a suitable station at Fort Fraser, B.C. File 18970. 

Matter stands sine die, to be brought up again if the parties cannot agree as to 
station site. In the meantime, G.T.P. put in an application for approval of a station. 
site on the west side. 

3965. Application of the G.T.R. Co. for a re-hearing of the complaint of the Cald- 
well Sand and Gravel Co., Windsor, Ont., against the increased rates on brick from 
Bradford, Pa., to points in southern Ont. File 19391. 

Judgment reserved. 

3966. Application of Mr. E. A. LeSueur, Ottawa, Ont., to have paraffin wax, 
at present classified under oils, added to the chemicals list in the Canadian Freight 
Classification. File 19367.3. 

Order made granting the application. 

3967. Application of the corporation of the town of Arnprior, Ont., under section 
238 for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide and construct a suitable erossing 
where the Canada Atlantic branch of said railway intersects Ida street. File 21084. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 18650. 

3968. Application of the corporation of the town of Arnprior, Ont., under section 
238, for an order directing the C.P.R. to provide and construct suitable crossings 
where the company’s railway intersects Hugh street and Ida street, in the town of 
Arnprior, Ont. File 21085. 

Order made dismissing the application. See order 18651. 

3969. Application of the Saskatchewan Land and Homesteading Co., Ltd., under 
section 226, for an order directing the Calgary and Edmonton Ry. to construct a ; 
branch line into the lands of the applicant company, being in section 21-3-27 W. 4 
M. File 21219. 

Order made directing the railway company to construct the spur line The work 
to be completed by the 1st of June, 1913. See order No. 18946. 

3970. Application of the G.T.R. under section 178, for authority to expropriate 
certain lands, being composed of parts of lots cadastral numbers 146 and 147, in the 
concession de la Coteau Rouge, parish of St. Antoine de Longueuil, P.Q. File 21340, 

Order made granting the application. See order No. 18859, 

3971. Re Neebing Avenue spur, Fort William, Ont. 

Nore: Board will discuss the question of level crossing of proposed spur over 
Canadian Northern Railway and character of protection to be installed. File 19669. 

Order made amending order No. 17869 to provide for the construction of the 
proposed branch line across the line of the O.N.R. Co., on Neebing avenue. Said 
crossing to be protected by a half-interlocking plant. The O.P.R. Oo. to construct 
the spur within three months from date of the order. See order No. 18908. 

_ 3972. Application of the C.P.R. under section 29, for an order varying the order 
of the Board No. 16029 re the appointment of Judge W.S. Senkler, as arbitrator in 
the matter of closing of certain streets by the C.P.R. in the town of Smiths Falls, 
Ont. File 9437-109. 

Order made varying the Board’s order No. 16929, upon the consent of the parties, 
except as set forth in the order. See order 18681. 

3973. Complaint of Bromley Bros. of Sault Ste. Marie, Ont., that the Algoma 
Central and Hudson Bay Ry. Co. has removed the switch from the main line to 
complainants’ saw-mill. 

Nore.—The question of the apportionment of the cost of the work will be eon- 
sidered. File 21069. Complaint withdrawn. 
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3974. Application of the Edmonton Interurban Ry. Co. under sections, 176 and 
227, for authority to use portion of the Ndmonton Dunvegan and British Columbia 
Ry. and for authority to construct across the tracks of the said railway in the 
northeast 4 of section 25-53-25 W. 4 M., Alberta. File 21225. 

Order made granting the application. The crossing to be protected by derails- 
Installation and maintenance to be borne and paid for by the applicant company. 
See order 18750. f 

3975, Consideration of the question of standardizing safety appliance equip- 
ments similar to the requirements of Interstate Commerce Commission. File 11654, 
part 2. 

Order made rescinding order No. 6027, dated November 25, 1908, and amending 
order No. 8145, dated the 14th September, 1909. 

3976. Consideration of the matter of requiring railway companies, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Board to put into use truck and body bolster locking device which 
will hold the body of the car to the trucks, or passenger equipment, in case of 
derailment, head-on or rear-end collision. File 20846. 

Board decided to take no action at present in regard to this matter. 

j 3977, Complaint of James Cowie, township of Cramahe, relative to location of 
C.L.O. and W. Ry. through his farm on lot 35, concession 1, township of Cramahe. 
File 3701.13. 

Order made refusing the application for a subway, the railway company to move 
the house and the barn to whatever points the Board’s engineer indicates. This work 
to be done before an arbitration proceedings are taken. The railway company to be at 
liberty to serve fresh notice of expropriation. 

3978. Application of Norman Bellyou, Trenton, Ont., for an Order directing the 
C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co. to provide a cattle pass across its railway on the appliecant’s 

farm in lot 6, concession 1, township of Murray, Ont. File 3701.146. 

Withdrawn, the railway company having agreed to put in a cattle pass. 

3979, Application of the Hon. Geo. A. Cox, of Toronto, Ont., executor of the last 
will’ and testament of John Cox, deceased, and Edward Cox, of the township Cramahe 
for an order directing the C.L.O. and W. Ry. to provide and construct a suitabl 
undergrade farm crossing on lot 28, concession 1, township of Cramahe. File 20451 

Order made directing the railway company to build a culvert to be used as a catth 
pass and to maintain the same so that cattle may pass through at all times excep 
during spring. freshets, and to construct suitable approaches thereto upon its owl 
right of way. 

3980. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Railway under section 237, for authorit 
to construct its line of railway across the highway between concessions 1 and A, towr 
ship of Hamilton, said highway being known as the Cobourg road, and being at mile 
age 124.07 from Glen Tay, Ont. (Adjourned hearing.) File 3701.80. 

Judgment reserved. 

3981. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. under section 237, for authority 1 
éonstruct its line of railway at mileage 43.7, from Glen Tay, across the road allov 
ance in lot 34, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont., and to close a portion of sai 
road allowance and to replace the portion thus closed by a highway diversion, whic 
diversion will cross the said railway in lot 34. File 3701.144. 

Order made upon the consent of the railway company to cut away and grade ¢ 
the east side of its right of way so that a clear view from the highway westward | 
far as the crossing from the Bay of Quinte may be seen and also to make the roi 
30 feet wide for 100 feet on each side of the right of way. 

3982. Application of the O.L.0. and W. Ry. Co., under section 237, to constru 
across the road allowance between lots 30 and 31, concession 1, township of Hope, On 
mile 133.38 from Glen Tay, Ont.. File 3701.181. 
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3988. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway at mileage 140.58 from Glen Tay, across the road allow- 
ance between lots 22 and 23, Broken Front concession, township of Clarke, Ont. File 
3701.129. 

Stands. Board will visit the locus. : 

3984. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway at mileage 139.93, from Glen Tay, across road allowance 
tetween lots 20 and 21, Broken Front concession, township of Clarke, Ont. File 
3701.1380. 

Order made approving the level crossing. 

3985. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway at mileage 137.18 (from Glen Tay) across the road allow- 
ance between lots 10 and 11, Broken Front concession, township of Clarke, Ont. File 
3701.131. 

Order made granting the application. 

3986. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct at mileage 136.06 (from Glen Tay) across road allowance between lots 6 
and 7, Broken Front concession, township of Clarke, Ont., to close up portion of said 
road allowance and to replace same by a highway diversion, which diversion will cross 
the said railway at mileage 136.11 on the south half of lot 7, of said concession. File 
6701.132. 

Application granted. See order 18773. 

3987. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway across the following highways in the townships of Clarke 
and Darlington, Ont. Road allowance between concessions 2 and 3, township of | 
Clarke, mile 145.33 (from Glen Tay) road allowance between townships of Olarke and 
Darlington, mile 145.52 (from Glen Tay), road allowance between concessions 1 and 
2, township of Darlington, mileage 146.69 from Glen Tay. File 3701.183. 

Order made approving of the three level crossings shown on the plan. Board 
decided that no diversion be allowed. 

3988. Application of the C. L. O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority 
to construct across road allowance between lots 12 and 13, concession 1, township of 

- Murray, Ont., at mileage 90.75 (from Glen Tay). File 3701,207. 

Order made approving a grade crossing. The O.1.0. and W. Ry. Co. to take 
eare of the drainage. 
~ 3989. Complaint of township of Murray, Ont., relative to dangerous crossing on 
the line of the G.T.R. between lots 8 and 9, in said township. File 9437.861. 

G.T.R. Co. to prepare a plan showing a bridge carrying the highway over both 
railways with a 10 per cent approach on the north. Copies of plan with an estimate 
of cost to be sent to municipality, the C.P.R. Co., and to the Board by 5th of March, 
1913. 

3990. Complaint of township of Murray, Ont., relative to crossing of G.T.R. 
between lots 12 and 13, township of Murray, Ont. File 9437.862. 

Order made dismissing the application. 
3991. Application of the O.L.O. and W. Ry. under sections 167 and 227, for 
an order authorizing revision of a portion of its line as already approved by under 
orders Nos. 16870 and 17363, the said revision being from a point in the town of 
Cobourg, Ont., near William street at mile 120.34, thence to a point in the east 
half of lot 25, concession A, township of Hamilton, at mile 121.92, also for a crossing 
over the G.T.R. by means of a bridge at mileage 121.03, in the west half of lot 21, 
in said township. File 3701.180. 

Application granted subject to the condition that the embankment be sodded 
and trees planted or a fence and hedge to shelter the view of the headlight of a 
locomotive off the track, be erected. See Order 18779. 
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3992. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct, by means of a grade crossing, its railway over the highway between lots 
8 and 9, concession 1, township of Murray, Ont., at mileage 89.66 (from Glen Tay). 
Vile 3701.206. 

Temporary crossing at grade granted. Permanent crossing to await result of 
disposition of the matter when Board has considered the plan to be filed by the 
G.T.R. Co. on file No. 9437.861. 

2093. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 222, 237, and 167, for an order :— 

(a) Authorizing it to ccnstruct, maintain, and operate a branch, or connecting 
line of railway between a point on the applicant company’s main line (7th district 
east of Port Hope viaduct) and a point on the 8th district northern division, of its 
railway, north of Barrett street, Port Hope, Ont., crossing by means of overhead 
bridges Peter, Mill, Ontario and Barrett streets, and crossing at grade King street, 
and the Base Line Road (to be closed). 

(b) Approving the span diagrams, masonry plans, and stress sheets of the bridges 
to carry the said branch line across Peter, Mill, Ontario and Barrett streets, Port 
Hope. 

(c) Approving of the level crossing of King street, and the Base Line road. 

(ad) Sanctioning and approving the plan, profile and book of reference submitted 
in triplicate herewith, showing the proposed deviation of the applicant company’s 
present Midland-Port Hope line, 8th district, Northern division and siding therefrom, 
between Ontario street and a point north therefrom, near Nicholson’s file works. 

(e) Authorizing the construction of the said diverted tracks across Ontario and 
Barrett streets at grade. (Hile 3675.2.) 

Order made granting the application. The applicant company to submit a plan, 
for the approval of the Board and the town of Port Hope, of the proposed station, by 


the 14th March, 19138, station to be completed within two years from date of order. See 
order 18708. 


3994. Application of the town of Port Hope, for an order requiring the Canadian 
Northern Ontario and Grand Trunk Railway Companies to furnish within the hmits 
of the town of. Port Hope interchange facilities for the handling of traffic of every 
description between the two companies; and that should the necessary site within the 
town not be available the said companies to furnish plans showing the most favour- 
able location from their point of view. File 6713.34. 

Order made that the railway company, at its own expense, construct a transfer 
track between its railway and the Grand Trunk Railway. Plans to be filed by the 
13th May, 1918, work to be completed on or before the 31st December, 1913. 


3995. Application of the township of Hope, Ont., for an order directing the G.T. 
R. to inerease shipping facilities for stock at Camden Hill, Ont. File 15810. 

Stands to enable the parties to arrange the matter. 

3996. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 227, for authority to 
construct its tracks at mile 149.2, across the tracks of the Toronto Eastern Ry. at the 
junction of Scugog and Wellington streets, Bowmanville, Ont. File 3701.64. 

Order made granting the application, crossing to be protected by an interlocking 
plant. (See order 18813.) 

3997. Application of the 0.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its railway across Prospect, Albert, Simeoe and Centre streets, Oshawa, 
Ont., all being at grade, except crossing at Simcoe street, which is to be underneath 
and will cross railivay by means of bridge. File 3701.176. 

Judgment reserved. 

3998. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry. Co., under section 237, for authority 
to construct its tracks at mileage 161.7 from Glen Tay, across road allowance between 
lots 20 and 21, concession 1, township of Whitby, Ont, File 3701.148. 
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Order made granting the application, the company to remove the barn on the 
east side of the road and the shoulder of earth that obstructs the said crossing. See 
order 18795. ~ . 


3999. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 237, for authority to 
construct its line of railway across the road allowance between concessions 1 and 2, 
township of Whitby, now Dundas street. File 3701.157. 

Order made that order 17823, in so far as it authorizes the crossing at the 
point in question, be varied to provide for an opening of at least 25 feet parallel 
to the highway, 20 feet for the roadway and 5 feet for the sidewalk. See order 18670. 

4000. Application of the O.L.O. and W. Ry. Co., under section 237, for authority :— 

(1.) To divert the Kingston road in lots 14 and 15, concession 1, township of 
Darlington, part of said road lying within the town of Bowmanville, Ont. 

(2.) To carry said diversion across the tracks of the said railway by means of 
an overhead bridge at mileage 149.3 (from Glen Tay). 

(3.) To continue said diversion to connect with the Kingston road. 

(4.) To divert the road allowance between said lots 14 and 15, to connect with 
the said diversion of the Kingston road; the portions of said Kingston road and 
said road allowance thus replaced by the proposed diversions are to be closed. File 
3701.204. 

Order made granting application. Width of bridge to be increased to 25 feet. 

4001. Application Gough & Sellers, Ltd.; Toronto, Ont., under section 237 or 
254, for an order directing the C.P.R. to provide, construct and maintain a suitable 
highway crossing, where the company’s railway intersects Sight Hill avenue, town- 
ship of York, Ont. File 21043. 

No order made. 

4002. Application of the G.T.R., under sections 237 and 257 for authority to 
renew bridge No. 6, 15th district, Middle division, carrying its railway over Queen 
street west, Toronto, Ont. File 20995. 

Order made providing for a new bridge. The apportionment of the cost reserved 
to be spoken to on a subsequent application. 

4003. Application of the Greenwood Conduit Oo., of Toronto, Ont., under section 
226, for an order directing the G.T.R. to build a spur line being along a lane in the 
rear of the premises of the Greenwood Conduit Oo., situate on Broadview avenue, 
‘Toronto, connecting with the existing spur line of the G.T.R. File 21271. 

Order made in accordance with oral judgment of the Chief Commissioner. 

4004. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R., 
C.P.R., and the C.N.O.R., at Sherbourne street, Esplanade, in the city of Toronto, 
Ont. File 9437.965. 

Struck off the list. 

4005. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 
237 and 238 for an order directing the G.T.R. to provide protection at the crossing 
of the tracks of the said company at Greenwood avenue, Toronto, Ont., by the instal- 
lation of gates and watchmen, to be operated night and day. File 1682. 

Order made that gates be installed and operated day and night, 20 per cent of 
the cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 25 per 
cent by the city of Toronto, and the remainder by the railway company; 25 per cent 
of the cost of maintenance and operation to be paid by the city and 75 per cent by 
the G.T.R. Co. 2 

4006. Application of the T.H. and B. Ry. Co. under sections 221, 222 and 223, 
for authority to construct. two spurs from its easterly belt line of railway in the 
city of Hamilton, Ont., from a point near Stipe’s Land (or Birmingham avenue) 
to and into the premises of D. A. Mcllroy. 

Order made granting application on terms set out in the judgment of the Chief 
Commissioner. 
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4007. Consideration of the matter of protection at crossing between stations of 
the Michigan Central Railroad Co. and the G.T.R., in the village of Bridgeburg, Ont. 
File 9487.895. 

No order made. 

4008. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the G, TBs 
over Hunter street in the city of Peterborough, Ont. File 9437.967. 

Order made for installation of gates, 20 per cent of cost to be paid out of The 
Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 10 per cent to be paid by the municipality, and the 
remainder by the G.T.R.; 10 per cent of cost of operation and maintenance to be paid 
by the city of Peterborough, 90 per cent by the G.T.R. Co. Plans to be filed within 
30 days. The gates to be installed by May 6, 1913. 

4009. Complaint of John Mason & Son, Oakville, Ont., relative to farm crossing 
on lot 17, concession 8, south of Dundas street, on line of G.T.R., also application 
for an order requiring G.T.R. and O.N.O.R. to install cattle guards at said crossing. 
File 455.25. 

Judgment reserved. Referred to the Board’s engineer to inspect and report on. 

4010. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 287 and 250, for an order 
authorizing it, for the purpose of conveying water from lake Ontario to its railway 
terminals at New Toronto, Ont., to lay and maintain an additional six-inch water 
main four feet below the surface of the ground across Lake Shore road, under the 
track of the Toronto and York Radial railway, along Sixth street and across New 
Toronto street, New Toronto, township of Etobicoke, Ont. File 21023. 

Order made granting the application subject to the condition set forth in the 
order. See order 18795. 

4011. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sections 
237 and 238 for an order directing the O.P.R. to provide protection at the crossing 
of the tracks of the said company at Bartlett avenue, in the city of Toronto, by the 
installation of gates and watchmen, to be operated day and night, or such other pro- 
tection as the Board may order. File 9487.957. 

Order made that gates be installed and operated day and night, 20 per cent of 
cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund and the 
remainder to be divided equally between the parties interested. The cost of mainten- 
ance and operation to be paid equally by the parties interested. 

4012. Consideration of the question of protection at crossing of the C.P.R. and 
G.T.R., over Strachan avenue, West Toronto, Ont. File 9437.942. 

Referred to the Board’s chief engineer to report upon. 

4013. Application of the O.P.R. under section 237, for authority to construct 
additional track across Overend street, and five additional tracks across Water street 
between Tate and Front streets, for the purpose of improving Cherry street yard 
Toronto, Ont. File 21227. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18697. 

4014. Application of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ont., under sectior 
29, for an order rescinding or varying order of the Board No, 16842, dated June 25 
1912, in so far as the said order provides that the subway at Yonge street shall be con 
structed with a 14-foot headway. File 9487.153. 

Applicant to advise the Board within thirty days whether it will accept an orde 
in terms stated at the close of the hearing. 

4015. Application of the G.T.R. under sections 222 and 287, for authority t 
construct a siding and spurs therefrom from a point on its railway west of Abe! 
street, Toronto, thence crossing certain lands of the Canadian Rumely Oo., Ltd 
Abell street and the G.T.R.’s proposed siding on Abell street for said Canadia’ 
Rumely Co., Ltd., and upon, along and across Sudbury street to and into the premise 
of the Massey-Harris Co., Ltd., north of Armour street, Toronto, Ont. File 20706. 

Board decided that no order was necessary. 

4016. Complaint of the Blind River Board of Trade and London Rolling Mill Ce 
Ltd., alleging that the C.P.R. and G.T.R. are connecting both lines unjustly and dij 
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eriminate against the town of Blind River, Ont., by charging a higher rate on bar 
iron from points in Ontario than applied to Sault Ste. Marie and Port Arthur and 
Fort William. File 19938. 

Judgment reserved. 


4017. G.T. and C.P. Ry. Cos. will be required to speak to order of the Board No. 
18564, dated January 24, 1913, postponing from February 10, 1918, the modification 
of rule 7 of the G.T.R. Special Freight Tariff, C.R.C.E. 2574, contained in Supplement 
No. 5 thereto; also the modification of rule 33 of the C.P.R. Local Freight Tariff, 
C.R.C. No. E-2141 contained in Supplement No. 9 thereto; restricting the application 
of stop-over privileges with respect to international lumber shipments to such ship- 
ments destined exclusively to points in the United States. File 21334. 

Judgment reserved. Present practice to be continued. Effective date of modi- 
fication mentioned in order No. 18564 postponed to July 1, 1913, if not otherwise 
dealt with by the Board before that date. 

4018. Complaint of Wm. Davies Co., Ltd., of Toronto, Ont., against the proposed 
charge of $1 per car or part thereof for weighing in stock scales owned by the com- 

pany, as published in Canadian Pacific Railway Co.’s supplement No: 6 to C.R.C.E. 
9141 «nd G.T.R. Co.’s supplement No. 11 to C.R.C.E. 1165. File 21369. 

Canndian Freight Association undertook to withdraw the tariff complained of and 
to file a new tariff. 4 

4019. Application of the city of Toronto, Ont., for an order requiring the Bell 
Telephone Co. to file with the Board, tariffs of tolls, applying the same tolls to the 
territory recently annexed to the city of Toronto, formerly known as North Toronto 
and Moore Park district as are now charged within the limits of the company’s 
Toronto exchange for Toronto exchange services: the said tariffs to become effective 
on the date to be fixed by such order, and directing the company to charge only such 
tolls after said date. File 3574.74. 

Order made that the Bell Telephone Co. file a tariff to become effective not later 
than the 1st of April, 1913, to provide that the extra mileage chargeable to North 
Toronto subscribers be computed from the Toronto exchange limits as they existed 
on the ist of January, 1911, and that Moore Park district be given the Toronto flat 
rates. See order 18886. 

4020. Application of the Bell Telephone Co. of Canada for approval of draft copy 
of proposed new connecting agreement. Note.—One clause of agreement to be spoken 
to. File 3819, Case 538. . 

Order made approving agreement as settled. 

4021. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R. at 
the old McGregor side road and Gravel toll road, township of Sarnia, Ont. File 
9437 .637. 

Order made that the Grand Trunk Railway Company install gates at the crossing ; 
work to be completed by 1st June, 1913. Gates to be operated by a day and night 
watchman, and 20 per cent of the cost to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund. 

4022. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the C.P.R. 

_ over La Croix street, Chatham, Ont. File 9487.286. 

Order made directing the C.P.R. Co. to install an illuminated electric bell at the 
said crossing, and to maintain the same at its own expense, 20 per cent of the cost 
of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, and the balance 
by the railway company. See order 18677. P 

4023. Application of the O. and Q. Ry. (C.P.R.) for authority to construct a 
Spur and four sub-spurs from a point on the southerly side of London street and lying 
between Caron avenue and Salter street thence to the southerly boundary of Sand- 
wich street, in the city of Windsor, Ont. File 19102.4. 

Referred to Board’s engineer to report on. 

No. 4026 follows 4023. 


i 


nT 


202 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEURGE V., A. 1914 


4026. General inquiry into the tariffs of tolls of telegraph companies and the 
settlement of proper forms for telegraph companies to use. File 10041.2. 

Judgment reserved. 

4027. Application of Alexander Pilon, of Casselman, Ont., under section 226 for 
an order to rescind order of the Board No. 5390, dated August 13, 1908, fixing the 
amount to be charged by the Canadian Atlantic Railway Co. for switching and 
handling traffic to and from the siding mentioned in the said order. (Adjourned 
hearing.) File 5754, case 3484. 

Judgment reserved. 

4028. Consideration of the proposed recision of order of the Board No. 4988, 
dated July 8, 1908, known as the general interswitching order, and of the draft revise 
suggested by the Board at the sittings held at Ottawa, November 5, 1912, for examin- 
ation and comment. File 6713, case 2846. 

Judgment reserved. 

4029. Application of the C.P.R. for an order directing the ichnaen County 
Electric Co., of Richmond, P.Q., to remove wires crossing tracks of the C.P.R. at 
mileage 49.37 (IXingsbury) Oxford subdivision. File 9690.4. 

‘Matter referred to the Board’s electrical engineer to report on. 

4030. Application of the G.T.R. for an order directing the Q.M. and S. Railway 
to pay such proportion of the cost of maintaining and operating the station directed to 
be erected by order No. 17069, dated July 19, 1912, at St. Gregoire, Que. File 19456. 

Judgment reserved. Railway company to file representations in writing and 
to serve a copy of the same upon the G.T.R. Co. 

4031. Complaint of the municipal council of the town of Greenfield Park, P.Q., 
relative to alleged dangerous crossing in the parish of Longueuil, by the G.T.R. over 
Lapiniere road. File 9437.920. 

The Board will take into consideration the question of the distribution of the 
cost cf installation and maintenance of gates required to be installed at the crossing 
of Lapiniere road. File 9437.920. 

Order made that cost of installation of gates be borne as follows: 20 per cent 
out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 60 per cent by the Grand Trunk Railway, 


—— 


20 per cent by the three municipalities,. in equal proportions; cost of operation and — 


maintenance to be paid 70 per cent by the Grand Trunk Railway Co., 30 per cent by 
the said municipalities in equal proportions. See order 18824. 
4032. Application of the town of Maisonneuve, P.Q., for an order directing the 
C.N.Q. Railway to erect a-station at their crossing at La Salle avenue. File 18583. 
Judgment reserved. Board to visit the locus. 


4033. Application of the O.P.R., under section 178, for authority to expropriate 


certain lands belonging to the Franciscan Fathers, and being part of the unsub- 


divided portion of the lot cadastral number 1637, of the cadastral St. Antoine ward, ~ 


of the city of Montreal, P.Q., said lands being required in connection with the 
Windsor street terminals. File 19102.5 


Stands. C.P.R. Co. to ascertain she owns the lands the company desires to 
_expropriate. 


4034, Application of the C.P.R., under section 178, for authority to expropriate cer- 


tain lands, being of the F. T. Judah estate, and being part of the unsubdivided — 


portion of Lot Cadastral Nv. 1€27 of the Cadastral St. Antoine Ward of the city of 
Montreal, Que., said lands beg required for the Windsor Street Terminals, File 
19102.2. 


Order to issue. Draft to be filed with Board initialed by the parties interested. 

No. 4043 folléws 4034. 

4043. Application of the Bell Telephone Co. of Canada for leave to construct, 
maintain and operate telephone lines upon, along and across certain highways within 
the limits of the city of Montreal, P.Q. File 20887. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18863. 
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4044, Application of the Marconi Wireless Telegraph Co. for an order requiring 
the C.P.R. Telegraph Co., to accept and transmit trans-atlantic wireless messages 
ever its land lines. File 10041.42. 

Order made that the railway company be required to accept and transmit trans- 
atlantic wireless messages over its land lines, connecting with the Marconi Co.’s 
trans-atlantic wireless station at Glace Bay and Louisburg, Cape Breton. See order 
18111. 
4045. Application of the Federatio of the Chambers of Commerce of the Province 
of Quebec for an order requiring railway companies to furnish shippers of lumber 
with a certificate showing the gross, tare and net weights of each shipment weighed 
on the track scales of the company, together with the number of the car, the date of the 
weighing, and the name of the station where weighed. File 19556. 

Judgment reserved. 

4046. Application of the Montreal Light Heat and Power Co. for approval of plan 
showing proposed coal tower over the O.P.R. tracks opposite the N.E. 4 of lot 1021, 
Lachine, P.Q. 

Order %o go on consent being filed. 

4047. Application of the O.N.M. Tunnel and Terminal ©o., Ltd., under section 167 
for sanction and approval of revised location from Cathcart street to St. Antoine street 
Montreal, P.Q. File 18588.29. 

Order made granting the application subject, however, to whatever terms the 
Board may subsequently fix in connection with the question of property damage. See 
order 18856. 

4048. Application of the G.T.R. for an order directing the Q.M. and S. Ry. to pay 
such proportions of the cost of maintaining and operating the station directed to be 
erected by. order No. 17069, dated July 19, 1912, at St. Gregoire, Que. File 19456. 

Judgment reserved. 

4049. Complaint of the municipal council of the town of Greenfield Park, P.Q., 
relative to alleged dangerous crossing in the parish of Longueuil, by the G.T.R., over 
Lapiniere road, between the towns of Greenpeld Park and St. Lambert, P.Q. Norz: 
The Board will take into consideration the question of the distribution of the cost of 
installing and maintenance of gates required to be installed at the crossing of Lapiniere 
road. File 9437.920. 

- Order made providing that the cost of the installation of the gates be paid, 20 per 
cent out of The Railway Grade Crossing Fund, 60 per cent by the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Co., aud 20 per cent by the three municipalities in equal proportions; cost of 
operation to be borne, 70 per cent by the Grand Trunk Ry. Co. and 30 per cent by 
the svid municipalities in equal proportions. See order 18824. 

No. 4052 follows 4049. 

4052. Application of the town of ‘Maisonneuve, P.Q., for an order directing the 
C.N.Q. Ry. to erect a station at their crossing at La Salle avenue. File 18583. 

Order made requiring the C.N.Q.R. to file plans by April 13, 1913, showing the 
location of a temporary passenger station and freight station facilities at the town of 
Maisonneuve, and to file plans by April 27, 1913, for a freight station. The work to 
be completed by July 13, 1913. See order No. 18931. 

4053.. Application of the C.P.R. under section 178, for authority to expropriate 
certain lands, being of the F. T. Judah Estate and being part of the unsubdivided 
portion of lot cadastral No. 1637 of the Cadastral St. Antoine ward of the city of 
Montreal, P.Q., said lands being required for the Windsor Street terminals. File 
19102.2. 

Order made granting the application. 

4054. Application of the C.P.R. under sections 178 and 237 for an order : (1) 
authorizing it to divert the highway known as Souligny avenue, formerly Vinet street, 
Montreal, P.Q.; (2) authorizing it to expropriate certain lands in the parish of Longue 


po, 


204 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


Pointe, county of Hochelaga, P.Q., said lands being required for such diversion. File 
17716.2. 

Order made on consent of parties granting the application. 

4055. Application of the C.P.R. under section 937, for authority to construct its 
Forsyth branch over and across by means of overhead bridges, Moreau, Forsyth, Pre- 
fontaine, Dezey, St. Germain, Darling, Davidson, Cavellier, Aylwin, Joliette, Chambly, 
Nicolet and Valois streets, and to effect a slight revision in existing grade at Forsyth, 
Davidson, and St. Germain streets, all in Hochelaga ward, Montreal, P.Q., (mile 0 
to mile 0.7). File 17716.1. 

Order made granting the application. See order 18871. 

4056. Application of John E. Molson, respecting approval of span diagrams of 
Iberville and DeFleurimont streets (L.J.C. and M. Ry.) in the city of Montreal, P.Q. 
File 143829.18. 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to visit the locus in conjunction with the 
engineers of the parties interested. ° 

4057. Application of the G.T.R. under section 222, for authority to construct two 
spur tracks from a point on the applicant company’s railway upon or near lot 513, in 
St. Anns ward, Montreal, P.Q., thence extending across said lot 513 and lot 514 to 
and into the premises of the Ogilvie Flour Mills Co., Ltd. File 20803. 

Application withdrawn. 

4058. Application of the city of Montreal, P.Q., to re-open the hearing on the 
application of the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve Ry. Co. for approval 
cf the span diagrams at Iberville and DeFleurimont streets, in the city of Montreal, 
P.Q., and for a different order from that already made and bearing No. 17763. File 
14329.14. 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer to visit the locus in conjunction with the 
engineers of the parties interested. 

4059. Application of the city of Montreal, under section 250 of the Railway Act, 
for authority to construct a sewer under the tracks of the G.T.R. Co. at West Broad- 
way Outlet, Notre Dame de Grace ward, P.Q. File 21178. , 

Order to go upon the terms of consent being filed. 

4060. Application vf the C.N.O.R. and C.N.M. Tunnel and Terminal Co., Ltd. 
for approval of plan showing details of interlocking plant at the crossing of the Jac- 
ques Cartier and Union Ry. by these two roads. File 18588.28. 

Case struck off the list and referred to the Board’s chief engineer. 

4061. Application of the L.J.C. and M. Ry. Co., under sections 151 and 178, fo! 
authority to divert Comte and Poupart streets, in the city of Montreal, P.Q., and for 
authority to expropriate the necessary lands therefor, said lands being the property 
of Mr. John E. Molson. File 14829.10. 

Judgment reserved. Board’s engineer in conjunction with the engineers of th 
parties interested to visit the locus. 

4062. Consideration of the question of protection at the crossing of the G.T.R 
at the Old McGregor side road and Gravel toll road, township of Sarnia, Ont. Fil 
9437.637. 

Order made directing the Grand Trunk Ry. Co. to install gates at the crossing 
detailed plans to be filed by April 4, 1913, and work to be completed by’ June 1, 191 
gates to be operated by day and night watchmen; 20 per cent of the cost of installa 
tion to be paid out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund. See order 18893. 

4063. Complaint of the township of Romney, Ont., relative to failure of the Per 
Marquette Ry. Co., to rebuild station at Coatsworth, Ont. Nore: The question ¢ 
the establishment of a station at Stevenson and the rebuilding of the station at Coat 
worth will be considered. File 20449. . 
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Board directed that a new station be erected at:Coatsworth. Applicants to com- 
municate with the railway company and the Board with regard to the plan. 

4064. Consideration of the matter of protection at the crossing of the C.P.R. over 
La Croix street, Chatham, Ont. File 9437.286. 

Order made directing the Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. to install, by May 11, an 
illuminated electric bell at the said crossing and to maintain it at its own expense, 
20 per cent of the cost of installation to be paid out of The Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund. and the balance by the railway company. See order 18677. 

4065. Application of the O. and Q. Ry. Co. (C.P.R.). for authority to construct a 

“spur and of four sub-spurs, from a point on the southerly side of London street and 
lying between Caron avenue and Salter street, thence to the southerly boundary of 
Sandwich street, in the city of Windsor, Ont. File 19102.4. | 

Judgment reserved. Board to visit the locus. 

4066. Complaint of the Board of Trade, Windsor, Walkerville, and Sandwich, 
Ont., against the proposed increase in the rate on coal from Detroit, Mich., to Windsor 
and Walkerville, Ont. File 21009. 

Judgment reserved. » 

4067. Application of the O. and Q. Ry. (C.P.R.), under section 176 for authority 
to expropriate certain lands originally part of road allowance between concessions 2 
and 8, township of York, latterly belonging to the Sun Brick Co., these lands being 
required for proposed improvement of grade between the Don and Leaside Junction, 
Ontario. File 20671. 

Application struck off. 

4068. Application of the C.L.O. and W. Ry., under section 178, for authority to 
expropriate certain lands being composed of parts of east and west halves of lot 15, 

- eoneession 7, township of Camden, Ont., said lands being required for carrying out of 
diversion of highway as per order of the Board No. 17361. File 3701.246. 

Order made granting the application. 

4069. Application of the C.N.O.R., under section 178, for ‘authority to take por- 
tions of property of Wm. Thompson, M. McDonald, and R. Nelson, in township of 
Westmeath and Pembroke, Ont., for the purposes of carrying out the provisions of 
order of the Board No. 18218. File 3561.133. 

Order made. 

4070. Application of W. M. Martin, M.P., Ottawa, Ont., on behalf of the owners 
of lots 21 to 30, block 175, Regina, Sask., for an order directing that the O.N.R. shall 
“acquire the said lots or take the necessary steps for such purposes, in connection with 
the proposed construction of spur tracks thereon. File 20863. 

Order made. 

4071. Re Flag Stations—Railway companies are required to show cause why 
clause 4 of the Board’s Flag Station Order No. 9160 dated January 6, 1910, should not 
be amended so that the average earnings referred tto in line 5 of said clause be $12,000 
instead of $15,000 as at present. File 4205, case 871. 

Order to stand as issued. Railway companies to be asked to furnish certain 
statistical information to the Board in this connection. 

4072. Application of the C.N.M.T. and T. Co., Ltd., under section 167, for sanc- 
tion and approval of revised location from Cathcart street to St. Antoine street, Mont- 
real, P.Q. File 18588.29. 

Order made. 

4073. Complaint of the Lethbridge Board of Trade, Lethbridge, Alta., against 
the cancellation by the C.N.R. Co., of tariff O.R.C. No. 729, applied between points 

on various railways in Eastern Canada and stations on the Alberta Ry. and Irriga- 
‘tion Co., now known as the Coutts and Cardston subdivision of the C.P.R. Note: 
The railways will be required to show cause why this tariff should not be reinstated 
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section 338 of the Railway Act. File 20283. 

4074, Application of the Canadian Freight Association for a ruling of the Board 
as to the proper allowance to be made from track scale weights in various commodities. 
File 8799.1. ; 

Judgment reserved. 

4075. Complaint of certain grain dealers in the province of Ontario as to the 
manner of car allotment for the loading out of grain from the C.P.R. Co.’s elevator 
at Port MeNicoll, Ont. File 21065. 

Judgment reserved until after May 1; the work in the meantime ‘to be inspected 
and see what has been done. 

4076. Re Quebec Central Railway Company.—Note: The Board will consider 
and discuss the question of its jurisdiction over this railway. File 21042. 

See judgment of the Chief Commissioner, dated March 31, 1913, holding that the 
Quebec Central Railway Co., is subject to the Board’s jurisdiction. 


: 


a 


since it has neither been superseded or disallowed by the Board, as provided under — 
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APPENDIX “C.’ 


PRINCIPAL JUDGMENTS OF THE BOARD FOR THE YEAR ENDING 
¢ MARCH 31, 1913. 

APPLICATION, Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, for approval of plan 
showing proposed grade-separation between Avenue road and Dovercourt road, 
in the city of Toronto, Ontario. 

APpPLicaTIon, Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Company, under sections 158, 
159, 237 and 196, for approval of amended location from Davenport to Mae- 
Clennan avenue, in Toronto, and for authority to cross highways and to take 
possession of certain lands of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 


Nore.—This is set down to enable the parties to speak to the terms of the 
Order. 


APPLICATION, Corporation of the city of Toronto for an order directing the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company to erect gates, or such other protection as the Board 
may deem proper, at Dovercourt Roard crossing, T'oronto, Ontario. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing, May 23, 1912. 


Tue Assistant Cuter Commissioner: The Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
has for many years had a line on the level where it is now proposed to separate grades 
at highways. The Canadian Northern is joining them and building its line alongside 
on the north. 

Under the law, the Canadian Northern cannot be assisted in separating grades 
in the construction of its lines by contribution either out of the Railway Grade Cross- 
ing Fund or by the municipality on the order of the Board. Since the amendment 
to the Railway Act, recently passed, new roads are prevented from benefiting in that 
way. The Canadian Pacific Railway is in a different position. It has been there, as 
I say, for many years, and when the question comes up at some future sittings, we 
can then decide whether and to what extent, if any, aid is to be given the Canadian 
Pacific Railway. Company in the separation of grades at these crossings. So far as 
the Canadian Northern is concerned, as I have said, it can get no aid. It comes to 
us and says: ‘We want to build this railway, and we want to spend our own money. 
We are providing for the separation of grades at practically all the highways crossing 
the northern portion of Toronto.’ The Canadian Northern and the Canadian Pacific 
Railways agree upon a level at which they deseire to place their tracks. That eleva- 
tion is an elevation which permits the service of commercial industries now estab- 
lished along that route with sidings in a convenient manner. 

The Board was anxious to see if a different elevation could not be arrived at 
which would permit of a subway at Ossington avenue, in addition to the other sub- 
ways, and would, at the same time, provide proper facilities for the service of these 
Industries situated along the route. Mr. Mountain has very carefully prepared a pro- 
file showing that with a couple of feet higher elevation than the elevation suggested 
by the railway companies, these industries could be served and Ossington avenue 
could be open, and we believe that Mr. Mountain’s suggestion is a feasible one. 
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Nevertheless, we think that there is a good deal in the contention, particularly : 
the contention of the Canadian Northern, that they should be allowed to spend their 
own money in the way in which they desire to do it, provided they are looking after 
the separation of grades along this district, and we think there is something in the 
contention of the industries which are situated there that, if the track is elevated as 
Mr. Mountain suggests, they won’t have as agreeable facilities as they otherwise 
would. It is true that the greatest grade is, I think, three per cent to one of these 
industries, and there are three per cent grades into industries at other places volun- 
tarily put in by the railway company, but there are difficulties due to the street open- 
ings in this locality, which, it must be admitted, would make it less convenient for 
the industries if Mr. Mountain’s elevation were adopted by the Board. 

We have therefore come to the conclusion, under all these circumstances, that it 
is our duty to accept the joint suggestion of the two railway companies, and to permit 
them to carry out the work on the plan they have filed, with the elevation as they sug- 
gest on their plan. 

The question of Ossington avenue, T think, stands by itself. Whether Ossing- 
ton avenue should be diverted or not depends largely on the commercial interests 
affected in that locality. There is, today, a very substantial industry, the Pease Fur- 
nace Company, established on the south side of the existing track just east of Ossing- 
ton avenue, extending from Ossington avenue to Shaw street, and it is contended 
with a good deal of force that if Ossington avenue is opened either on the plan sug- 
gested by Mr. Mountain or on the railway companies’ plan, the Pease Foundry Com- 
pany would be seriously hampered in the carrying out of their work as far as rail- 
way facilities are concerned. They now have a siding reaching their property which 
crosses Ossington avenue on the level. Ossington avenue cannot be continued on 
that level because the railway companies’ plan, which we now have adopted, puts the 
tracks some feet in the air over the level of the street as it now exists. Bearing in 
mind the importance of this industry, and the fact that we have Shaw street on the 
east and Dovercourt on the west, and a connecting street north and a connecting 
street to be constructed south, parallel to the tracks, for the present at any rate, we 
think Ossington avenue might well be diverted to Shaw street and the facilities 
which the Pease Foundry Company now enjoy continued. As I say, I think that 
Ossington avenue matter stands by itself. It is a ease of setting the Pease Foundry 
Company off against Ossington avenue. Tf at some future time the traffic from the 
northern section demands it, Ossington avenue can be opened. The approval we are 
giving to-day to the railway companies’ grade won’t prevent Ossington avenue from 
being opened. Of course, the Pease Foundry Company’s spur would have to be taken 
out, but I presume that is a matter which can be dealt with if the necessity arises, if 
it ever does arise. So far as to-day is concerned, we think the public would be properly 
served if Ossington avenue is diverted easterly to Shaw street either on the line of 
Warren street or Van Horn street, I am not sure which, whichever is found most con- 
venient. 

With regard to the point raised by Mr. Ballantyne for an industry— 

Mr. MacMurcuy: Christie street, Clark & Clark. 

Tap ASSISTANT Cuter ComMissionrr: Clark & Clark, which is north of the 
railway company’s property and east of Christie street, the situation presents a good 
deal of difficulty. 

The railway companies ask that the headroom in the subway be but twelve feet, anc 
carrying out their plan the approach from the north won’t run out until you get past 
Olark & lark’s establishment. Clark & Clark object to that, but they also asl 
that the headroom be fourteen feet, which would mean that the approach from the nortl 
would run out to a point still further north and they be still further damaged. Td 
not know which would be better for them. They appear to be the chief industr, 
north of the track on Christie street, and the people who are most concerned in thi 
matter. 
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We are unable, with the information we have before us now, to say what head- 
room there should be in that subway, or just how the approach to the subway from the 
north should be handled. It is suggested that there inight be some sort of side ramp 
put in, which would permit them to have access. I do not know how that would work 
out. The matter we are going to ask our engineer, Mr. Mountain, and the railway 
engineers, to look into and to go up there on the ground, get in touch with Messrs. 
Clark and Clark, and see if some solution cannot be worked out which will do the 
least possible damage to their property. 

There was one other street, I think, that the railway company had marked 
“closed” on their plan, which we decided should be open. 

Mr. MacMurcuy: Howland avenue. 

THE ASSISTANT CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: Howland avenue. That, it is understood, 
should be open. 

_ There was one street that the municipality decided to widen subsequent to the 
preparation of this plan. Which is the street? 

Mr. MacMurcuy: Christie, from 50 to 66 feet. 

Tse Assistant Culer Commissioner: We think that Christie street should be 
the full width of the street as widened by the city. As I say, we are leaving Christie 
street over to be decided later on after the engineers and Clark and Clark have 
had an opportunity to go over the ground; but whatever they suggest, we decide now 
hat Christie street must be the full width of the street as widened by the city. 

_ The question, of course, of contribution, if any, to the separation of grades, is 
me which will have to be dealt with in the future. It need not prevent the progress 
of the work. I do not know whether the parties desire us to fix a date when the 
vork should be done, or probably the railway companies are so anxious to get on that 
t will not be necessary to fix a date. What do you say about that, Mr. Drayton? 

Mr. Drayton: As I understand it, Mr. Chairman, the matter is now settled 
vith the exception of the height of some subways, notably Christie. Of course, the 
bjection to twelve-foot subways is not confined to Christie, but runs to all. I suggest 
hat the matter of headroom be left. 

THe Assistant Cuter CoMMISSIONER: Does that exist in some of the others? 

Mr. Drayton: Yes. 

Tue Assistant Cuter Commissioner: It won’t affect the profile of the railway. 
t is just a question depending on whether the roadway in the subway be made lower 
Y not. 

Mr. Drayton: Yes. There is nothing which prevents the adoption of the pro- 
lle as a profile, but in addition to the height of the subways, I take it, also, that the 
natter of Ossington avenue is left open. 

Tue Assistant Cuter Commissioner: No. For the moment we decide that Ossing- 
on avenue is to be diverted to Shaw street. by Howland or by Van Horne, whichever 
8 most convenient to the city. 

Mr. Drayton: What I would suggest in that, Mr. Chairman, is this: in view of 
‘hat the Board has itself said as to the possibilities of the future, that it is rather a 
ity to order diversion if the diversion is not going to prove satisfactory. I think 
t least there should be a view of the ground by the engineer. So far as the evidence 
§ concerned, you have got on the notes this statement by the man whose objections 
0U are giving effect to, that is, by the gentleman who addressed you yesterday. 

Tue AssisTaANT CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: Mr. McKinnon. 

Mr. Drayton: At the former hearing, and I thought it was quite enough to lut 
ie matter stop at that, and I think the Chairman thought so too, only he said 

Tue Assistant Cuter Commissioner: That is, Mr. McKinnon? 

Mr. Drayton: Yes. He said so far as the Pease Foundry Company was couv- 
sred, it was not nearly so important a matter as the keeping open of Ossington 

venue. That is his deliberate statement before the Board on the notes. That is the 
‘liberate statement of the man whose interests you are seeking to conserve, in which 
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he admits that his interests are absolutely overborne by the far greater and larger publie 
interests of those served by keeping Ossington avenue as a straight street to the north 
for the purpose of street car traffic. So, under the circumstances, I would suggest that 
the least that should be done is that that matter should be left to the engineers. It is 
a very much larger matter than the mere height of these subways. It will not in any 
way delay the work being started by the companies, nor will it delay the adoption of 
the profile, and in the long run it will really facilitate the work. 

Mr.MacMurcuy: We accept that judgment, Mr. Chairman, which provided for 
fourteen foot headway at Spadina road, Dovercourt and Bathurst, and the others are 
to be twelve feet. We are providing fourteen feet at Spadina road, because it was 
thought ‘at some time in' the future, with the expansion of the city, cars would turn up 
from Dupont street, where they are running, through Spadina, a short distance from 
Avenue road, and the next street used by the cars is Bathurst, and the next Dover- 
court. As I said yesterday, a reference to the map of the city will show we are pro- 
viding on the streets for ordinary car facilities. 

Tup AssIsTANtT Cuter Commissioner: If there are any twelve-foot subways left, 
they could be made fourteen by depressing the street. 

Mr. MacMurcuy: They could by the city, but we want them approved as on the 
plan. 

Tie Assistant Crier Coaaissioner: I did not know there were any others. We 
will ask the engineer to look at all those twelve-foot ones, and see if he has anything 
to suggest. 

Mr. Drayton: I might say I can easily furnish the Board with the reference te 
Mr. McKinnon’s evidence. . 

Trp Assistant Cuter ComMIssIonER: We will leave the question of Ossingtor 
avenue stand as I have disposed of it. The city is not prevented bringing it up again 
at any future time. Perhaps they can make some arrangement with the Peasé 
Company. ) 


AppLicaTion, Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Company, unde 
section 227, for authority to construct Glen Tay to Cobourg line across track: 
Canadian Northern Ontario Railway, mileage 94.91 in lot 27.8, concession B 
township of Brighton, Ont. 


Oral judgment delivered by the Assistant Chief Commissioner at the close 0 
the hearing at Toronto, May 28, 19138 :— - 

Tn this matter the Board is of the opinion that the applicant’s line should paralle 
the Grand Trunk, as suggested by Mr. Mountain, with seventeen-foot centres insteat 
of fifteen. That will make it perhaps a litle easier to operate from a signalling poin 
of view. 

The object of the Board in ordering the applicants to change their line and g 
as we have said is to reduce the length of the subway which carries the Canadia 
Northern underneath, and to reduce the length of the subway which carries the high 
way underneath and makes it suitable and safer for the general public. 

As far as the application of Mr. Phippen is concerned for compensation for th 
benefit which the applicants will get by using part of the embankment which th 
Canadian Northern constructed for the Grand Trunk when they were diverting th 
Grand Trunk line in order to procure the subway which they have now there, we al 
of opinion that that application cannot be granted. 

It is a settled transaction. The arrangement was that the Canadian Northern wer 
to divert the Grand Trunk line, and they were to get the benefit of going underneat! 
They did the work and they got the benefit. It is a closed transaction. It is reall 
no benefit to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to order them up there; it 
going to cost them more money even though they get the use of the toe of the emban) 
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ment to go there. They do not want to go there, but we think they should go there in 
the public interest. 

Therefore, we do not entertain the application of the Canadian Northern for any 
contribution towards the outlay the Canadian Northern have been put to in connee- 
tion with the construction of that embankment. 

For any Grand Trunk land that the applicants are taking they will have to com- 
pensate the Grand Trunk by providing them with the same area of land on the other 
side of their right of way. So when the applicants put in a new location plan carry- 
ing out the judgment of the Board, it will be approved. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


C.P.R. CROSSING IN THE TOWNSHIP OF ETOBICOKE. 


APPLICATION, Canadian Pacific Railway, under section 222, for authority to con- 
struct spur from a point on its Toronto to London line (Ontario and Quebec), 
lot 10, concession ‘G,’ township of Etobicoke, Ontario; thence northerly for 
distance of 4-55 miles to connect with Toronto to Owen Sound line (Toronto, 
Grey, and Bruce), in lot 11, concession 5, township of York. 


APPLICATION, Canadian Pacific Railway, under section 237, for authority to con- 
struct its proposed Lambton to Weston line across and to divert certain high- 
ways in townships of York and Etobicoke, Ontario. 


APPLICATION, Canadian Pacific Railway, under section 227, for authority to ¢on- 
struct Lambton to Weston branch underneath the Toronto to Sarnia branch of 
the Grand Trunk railway in the village of Weston, Ontario, the said Lambton 
to Weston line being from lot 10, concession ‘0, township of Etobicoke, to 
Toronto to Owen Sound line, lot 11, concession 5, township of York, Ont. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing, May 24, 1912 :— 

With regard to the application of the Canadian Pacifie railway to construct a 
connecting line in the western part of the city through the property, or chiefly through 
the property, represented by Mr. Home Smith, 

' The railway company is desirous of constructing that line to assist them in the 
hauling of freight cars from one line to another. At present they have to come to a 
point further east of the location in question, and a point of some congestion, run- 
ning east and west, and then switch on to a track running approximattely north and 
south. Their idea is to cut off two legs of this triangle by building a connecting line 
up, which was to be the third leg. 

This is for the convenience of the railway company only. It is not suggested that 
it will be of any benefit to the travelling public. Of course, indirectly, it will be a 
benefit to the shipping public, I presume, in this way, that the railway company will 
be able to give them a better service, but that will be an indirect benefit. It would 
be no benefit to the shipping public from a financial point of view, because it is not 
Suggested that the rates would be reduced, or anything of that kind take place. It is 
chiefly ‘a matter of convenience for ‘the railway company. 

The Board usually follows the principle that a railway company desiring to take 
land of a private individual should be given that Fight, provided the individual can 
be properly compensated for his land and for damages to adjoining land. 

In this case while Mr. Smith is in this thing as a venture, expecting to make 
money out of it, still the property is to my mind in a different position to that in the 
ease of an ordinary private owner. Mr. Smith has dedicated over 100 acres of land, 
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we are told, to the public for the purpose of building driveways and parks. This is a 
very beautiful section of the country. Toronto is a growing city, and it will be a very 
ereat benefit, not only to the individual landowners, but to the whole of the people 
of Toronto to have these driveways and parks, and this embellishment and develop- 
ment in this section of the community, and I do not see that Mr. Smith, or the 
Toronto public who have this advantage, could be properly compensated in dollars 
and cents for the damage the railway company would do if their application was 
granted. It would be more or less problematical what might happen in the future, but 
bearing in mind the importance of the development that has taken place, and the 
settled policy and plans with which the city has concurred, and the development im 
that locality, we look on this as more or less a public undertaking, and we have come to 
the conclusion—that is, Dr. Mills and myself, Mr. Goodeve dissenting—that the 
application of the railway company should be refused. 

Tt has been shown to us that the railway company can get another route, not as 
cheaply—it will cost them more money undoubtedly—but it is a question of expense 
as far as they are concerned. It is not an impossibility to secure their desired end by 
another way. avoiding the injury to this property that I have attempted to describe. 

Therefore we have come to the conclusion that the application should be refused. 

Order, refusing application, issued. 


BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY CROSSING CANADIAN PACIFIG AND GRAND TRUNK RAILWAYS, AT@ 
BROCK AVENUE, TORONTO. 


The Board by its orders, granted leave to the Bell Company to lay underground 
conduit across the tracks of the Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
panies, at Brock avenue, in the city of Toronto. Later the city applied for a subway — 
to be constructed at Brock avenue and an order issued directing the building of said 
subway. A further order issued giving the dimensions of the roadway, and later 
another order issued apportioning the cost. These orders affected the underground 
conduit, but the Bell Company complained that that Company’s interests were not 
taken into consideration when these orders issued, and that they should be relieved 
of any of the costs in connection with the crossing. } 

Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at. the close of 
the hearing May 24, 1912 :— { 

We are unanimously of the opinion that while the Bell Telephone Company has 
the right to be on the highway, still it must bear the burden of the changing of the 
highway when we order it for the public good. The grade separation has been ordered 
there. and the burden of it has, we think, been properly apportioned between the rail- 
ways and the city, and it occurs now that some burden is placed on the Bell Telephone 
Company. Well, they will have to bear it for the public good, That is the only way 
to look at it. The city and the railways bear it for the publie good. 

Therefore, this application is refused. 

Ordered accordingly. 


CITY OF EDMONTON AND G. T. P. RAILWAY COMPANY. 


\ 
- AppLIcation of the Edmonton street railway to cross the tracks of the Grand Trunk 
Pacifie at Twenty-first street, city of Edmonton. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, May o7, 1912 :— 

The Grand Trunk Pacifie in consenting to this crossing submits: j 

(a) That in terms of the agreement entered into between the city and the rail- 
avay on March 6, 1906, under which the railway was allowed to lay its tracks on the 
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street in question, the Edmonton street railway is junior at the point of crossing 
and should, therefore, bear the whole cost of installation, maintenance, and protection 
of the crossing. 


(6) That under section 122 of chapter 8 of the statutes of Alberta, 1907, an 
application must first be submitted to the Lieutenant Governor in Council for 
approval of the crossing before application is made to the Board. 

The first of these contentions has already been dealt with in the ease decided 
on March 26, 1909, in which the Board held that in the matter of the city carrying 
its municipally owned and operated street railway along or across its own street, the 
street being senior to the tracks of the steam railway located at the point of crossing, 
under such conditions the ordinary principle of seniority did not apply. The city has 
a right to carry its traffic along its streets by such means as it deems fit. The street 
being senior at the point involved in the present application, it cannot be claimed 
that the municipally-owned street railway, which is one of the city’s instrumentalities 
of carriage, is junior to the steam railway. Regarding the second point raised by 
the railway, it is not necessary to consider the pertinency of the provisions of the 


- legislation referred to. What is before the Board is an application which falls 
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squarely within section 227 of the Railway Act. 

Order should therefore go for the crossing; the cost of construction, mainten- 
ance of the crossing, as well as installation and maintenance of the protection to be 
divided between the city and the Grand Trunk Pacific. The protection to be 
installed to be as recommended in the following extract from the report of the Board’s 
chief engineer: 


“T am of the opinion that the crossing should be allowed, provided a 
half-interlocker is installed with semaphores 500 feet distant from the diamond 
on the line of the steam railway and split point derails 100 feet from the 
diamond on each side of the lines of the electric railway. The normal con- 
dition of semaphore to be left clear for the steam railway and derails to be 
open for the street railway, which must come to a full stop, the conductor 
going ahead to the diamond, putting up the semaphore against the steam rail- 
way and closing the derails for the electric railway. Aiter the car passes the 
derails, this operation is to be reversed and the electric car can proceed. The 
speed of the steam railway not to exceed 15 miles per hour at this point.” 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott concurred. 

Order carrying out the terms of the judgment, dated June 4, 1912, issued. 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company applied for leave to appeal to the 
Supreme Oourt of Canada from said order which placed half the cost of installation, 
maintenance and protection of the crossing at Twenty-first street on the railway 
company in contravention to the terms of the agreement. Leave to appeal granted. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, August 30, 1912:— 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company has, for a number of years had 
its tracks on Twenty-first street, in the city of Edmonton, and operates its trains 
along that street. “eal 

By an application, dated March 15, 1912, the city of Edmonton asked this Board 
for authority to cross the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific on [wenty-first SaeG 
with the tracks of its municipally-owned electric street railway on Short and Nelson 
avenues where those avenues cross Twenty-first street. " oe 

The application of the city was granted by order No. 16,701, dated 4th a pee ae 
which placed one-half of the cost of constructing and maintaining the crossing, anc 
the devices for its protection, on the Grand Trunk Paenfic Railway Company. 

The railway company did not object to the crossing, but submitted to the Board: 
before the order was issued that it should not pay any part of the cost of the work. 
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The Grand Trunk Pacific now in its desire to be relieved of the share of the cost 
of the crossing put upon it by the order, seeks leave to appeal to the Supreme Court 
of Canada from the order on the grounds set out in its application, dated 24th June, 
1912. 

Both parties were heard at some length at the sitting at Edmonton on the 24th 
July last. 

The Board has a well-established practice, where one railway seeks to cross 
another, of putting the entire cost of the construction and maintenance of the cross- 
ing as well as the entire cost of the construction and maintenance of any protective 
device which it may order on the junior road. We have also a well-established prac- 
tice of considering a municipally-owned street railway as senior to the tracks of a 
steam railway which a municipality seeks to cross with its street railway if the street 
upon which the street railway is to be operated over the steam railway was a street 
at the point of crossing prior to the construction of the steam railway. That is, the 
seniority of the street at the point of crossing is taken to give seniority to the street 
railway, because the operation of a street railway is but one of the many ways a muni- | 
cipality might carry traffic along its street. 

Short and Nelson avenues are senior to the Grand Trunk Pacific railway where 
those avenues cross Twenty-first street. The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company 
was permitted to lay its tracks along Twenty-first street by an agreement made with 
the city of Edmonton, dated March 6, 1906, and confirmed by the Legislature of 
Alberta in 1907. (See 7 Ed. VII, cap. 36.) 


by 


By section 7 of the agreement it is provided that: 


‘the company may utilize, without charge therefor, any streets required for 
its railway in reaching the city limits, etc.’ 


It is contended by the railway company that this provision should relieve it of 
the obligation placed upon it by the order of the Board to pay a portion of the cost 
of the crossing. The Board is of the opinion that it was not bound by the agreement 
and that even if it was so bound, the provisions of section 7 of the agreement, quoted 
above, do not mean that the company should be relieved of paying such expense as is 
placed upon it by the order. These are both questions of law, which I think the rail- 
way company might be permitted to argue before the Supreme Court of Canada. 

The Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company also urges that an order should 
not have been made, because at the time the application was made by the city of Ed- 
monton the city had not complied with the provisions of some statute of the province 
of Alberta. We clearly had the right, under the Railway Act, to make an order for 
a “erossing, and, if the railway company thinks the City is not complying with the 
provincial laws, the courts of the province are open to it to take such action as it 
may desire. We will not submit any question to the Supreme Court under this head. 

An order may therefore go submitting the following questions to the Supreme 
Court: 

c1) “ Was the Board bound by the agreement between the city of Edmonton 
and the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company?’ and 


(2.) “If it was so bound, do the provisions of section 7 of the agreement 
mean that the railway company should not pay such expense as is placed upon 
it by the Board’s order?” 


Order granting leave in the terms of the judgment issued. 
a a . . 
The judgment of the Supreme Court was that both of the questions submitted 
should be answered in the negative, and order accordingly. 
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CROSSING OF PRESTON STREET, OTTAWA, BY G.T.R. 


APPLICATION, city of Ottawa, Ontario, under the Railway Act, for an order directing 
the Grand Trunk Railway Company to remove its tracks from Preston street, 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


AppLicaTIoN, Canada Atlantic Railway Company (Grand Trunk Railway) under 
sections 222, 237, and 59A, for authority to construct, maintain, and operate a 
siding for the Export Lumber Company, crossing Preston street, in the city of 
Ottawa, Ontario. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
hearing, June 4, 1912 :— 

With regard to these two matters, that is, Nos. 1 and 2: first, the application of 
the city to have this Grand Trunk track removed; and, second, the application of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company for power to maintain tracks into the Export Lum- 
ber company’s property. ; 

We are of the opinion that the Grand Trunk spur is not legally across Preston 
street. Under the Railway Act, at the time the track was laid down, while the rail- 
way company may have had power to build a quarter mile section without leave from 
anybody, still that power was subject to the provisions of the Act with regard to the 
crossing of highways, and under section 187 (Acts 1888), which I referred to a moment 
ago, the railway company had no right to cross a highway with its tracks without 
first submitting a plan to the Railway Committee of the Privy Council, and it is 
admitted they did not do that. Therefore, they are not legally on the highway. 

The city of Ottawa says that they are trying to induce the street Railway to build 
on Preston street, and the street railway has consented to do so provided it is not put 
to the expense of crossing and protection of the spur track into the Export Lumber 
Company’s property. 

We will grant the application of the Grand Trunk to legalize this track on the 
condition that, when the street railway is built on Preston street, the Grand Trunk 
be at the expense of putting in the diamonds on the tracks, and that the movements 
on the steam railway be limited to the time consented to by Mr. Dewar on behalf of 
the lumber company, that is, from 12 midnight to 5 am. When these movements 
are taking place the steam railway will have to be flagged across Preston street. A 
fagman will have to be stationed by the steam road on Preston street to prevent street 
ears, pedestrian or vehicular traffic from crossing during the time that the steam cars 
are approaching or passing. 

No derails or semaphores will be required now. They may be required at some 
future time if.the thing develops more, when that further protection will have to be 
ordered, but that flagging will be sufficient for the present. 

I understand there are gates now on the steam railway right of way. shutting off 
the entrance from Preston street into the yard of the Export Lumber Company. 
Those gates should be maintained. The gates at each side of the highway crossing 
the steam tracks should be maintained by the Grand Trunk Railway. These gates 
to be kept closed at all times except when a movement on the steam track is to cross 
the highway. 

That will dispose of No. 1; it will be dismissed. 

Then No. 2 will be granted with the conditions I have stated. 

Mr. Curyster: There is just one point that has not been mentioned to the Board. 
A source of danger which has occurred to me is the rail on the west side of Preston 
street, which would, if any negligence occurred on the part of the railway company 
in allowing cars to stand, allow a runaway car to run down. the grade, and perhaps 
lodge on Preston street. I think there should be some provisions made for blocking 
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that track when it is not in use. I think that could be done so the ear could b 
stopped. : : ; 
Tue ASSISTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER: Cars running down from the west? 
Mr. Curyster: Yes. I think from the east side it is a level grade; there is no 


danger of a car running away there, but coming on Preston street from the west 


there is a grade. 
The Assistant CHIEF ComMISsIONER: Do they leave cars between the Grand 


Trunk railway on Preston street on that piece of track? 

Mr. Curyster: I do not know as to the practice. 

THe Assistant Cuter ComMMISsIoNER: How is that, Mr. Donaldson ¢ 

Mr. DonaLtpson: We are not doing it at present. It might be necessary for the 
convenience of manufactories. 

The Assistant Cuter CoMMISSIONER: Is there a grade there? 

Mr. DonaLtpson: There is a falling grade there. 

The Assistant CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: I suppose it would be safe practice that 
there should be some block there? 

Mr. Donatpson: That could be easily put up by what we call a turnout switch 

Mr. Mountain: A cut rail. 

Tur Assistant Crier Commissioner: If the railway company at any time leave 
cars there, they shall install this turnout switch to make it physically impossible fo1 
a ear to reach Preston street. 

Mr. Biccar: Mr. Chairman, with regard to the hours limited for switching, ] 
understand from Mr. Donaldson that it will make it practically impossible for us t 
operate the siding. Those hours may suit the lumber company, but they do not suit 
us, according to Mr. Donaldson, and if the crossing is going to be protected as you 
suggest, why limit us from 12 midnight to 5 in the morning ¢ 

The Assistant Outer ComMMISSIONER: It was a question of putting in more ex- 
pensive protection, I mean derails, semaphores, and interlocking devices. 

Mr. Donatpson: That might develop, but in the meantime I do not think 
there is any probability of our using that siding more than once a day. We woulc 
like to leave that open because, in future, manufacturing and other interests migh’ 
arise there, and be very valuable to us. 

The Assistant Cuter Commissioner: If you want to come along there 7 
the middle of the day with trains, you will have to protect the crossing with an inte? 
locking plant. We thought you would not want to operate then; that is why we lef 
it so easy. If there is going to be no time limit to prevent any chance of accident 
there to street cars we will have to have an interlocking device. 

Commissioners Mills, McLean and Goodeve concurred. 

Order, in accordance with the judgment, issued. 


ALGOMA EASTERN CONNECTS WITH SOO BRANCH C.P.R. AND SPUR OF CANADIAN COPPER CC 


Appiication of the Algoma Eastern Railway Company, under section 227, for a 
order granting tv the company authority to connect its lines and tracks wit! 
the lines and tracks of the Soo branch of the Canadian Pacific Railway ani 
with the Huronian spur of the Canadian Copper Company to Turbine, lots 
and 8, concession 1, township of Drury, Ont. ; 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close ¢ 
the hearing, June 14, 1912:— 

In this matter the Copper Company have a spur branching off the Canadia 
Pacific railway running northerly. The Algoma Eastern is building parallel to th 
Canadian Pacific railway and on the north side of it. It crosses this spur. The spv 
was built by the Copper Company, and is on the Copper Company’s lands. It he 
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not been used of late to any great extent. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
has left cars in there, and the Copper Company has handled them further north for 
their own purposes. 

The suggestion of the applicants is that instead of putting in a diamond for that 
spur running north on the Canadian Pacific railway on the Copper Company’s property 
that a connection be made between the Canadian Pacific railway and the Algoma 
Eastern, and then on the north a connection from the Algoma Eastern with the 
Huronian spur, all at its own expense. Ap agreement has been made between the 
Copper Company and the Algoma Eastern respecting the handling of these ears, and 
has been filed with the Board. The portion of the right of way of the Algoma Eastern 
over the spur in question has been sold by the Copper Company to the Algoma Eastern, 
so that this spur which is now in question is really on the Algoma Eastern right of way 
at the point in issue. 

Under these circumstances, and bearing in mind that the Canadian Pacifie could 
put in a spur anywhere else.for its own purposes, which would be just as convenient to 
operate as its connection with the Copper Company, and also bearing in mind that 

_with the connection proposed the Canadian Pacific Railway Company will still be 
‘able to do business with the Copper Company, the Board is of opinion that the applica- 
tion should be granted, and an order will go accordingly. 

Mr. Wizuiams: Will it be embodied in the order that they do the switching ? 

The Assistant CHier CoMMISsIONER: It is understood that the switching has got 
to be done from the Canadian Pacific Railway to the Huronian spur over the Algoma 
Eastern by the Algoma Eastern without any expense to the other parties. 

Mr. Witu1ams: Without any charge. 

The Assistant Cuter ComMIssioner: Without any charge to the other parties. 
and the applicants agree to that. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. Order accordingly. 


FARM CROSSING, G. T. R., TOWNSHIP OF SANDWICH EAST, ONT. 


Appiication of Everiste Momore Richards and George H. Bennett, Windsor, Ont., for 
an order directing the Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide suitable farm 
crossing from applicants’ lands to Strabane avenue, concession 1, township of 
Sandwich East, Ontario. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close of 
the hearing, June 22, 1912. 

In this matter the applicant applies for a direction that a farm crossing be estab- 
lished, or a way in the nature of a farm crossing, a sort of continuation of Strabane 
avenue. 

It is contended by the railway company that the applicant has a right to use 
Labadee’s crossing, a distance away. Labadee disputes that. He has taken legal pro- 
ceedings to prevent the applicant from using this crossing. 

We went out there this morning and saw the layout on the ground; we saw Mr. 
Labadee and discussed the matter with him. He claimed very forcibly that it was his 
lane and his lane only, and he wants a sum, which I think is a prohibitory sum, to 
allow any one else to use it. 

We saw that there was clearly some kind of a crossing over the railway at the con- 
tinuation of Strabane avenue. We have heard the evidence of Mr. Askin, who owned 
the property, that there was a farm crossing at that point, which he used for years, 
and which he never relinquished. He says it was closed py the railway company 
without his leave or license, or in fact without his knowledge, until the work had been 
~ done. 
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We are of the opinion that Richards and Bennett should have access to their 
property. There is some legal doubt as to whether they have the right to use the 
Labadee lane or not. We are not in a position to decide that. I do not think it is 
incumbent upon us to do so. There clearly was a crossing at one time at the point 


now applied for. 
Of course the parties now applying are not the same as those who enjoyed it at 


the time it was opened. 

We are of the opinion that a crossing in the nature of a farm crossing should 
be given to Richards and Bennett, and we impose the condition that they do all the 
work at their own expense. Of course, like all other farm crossings, there must be 
gates, and the gates must be kept shut. The Railway Act imposes the obligation 
on the party who has the right to use the crossing to keep the gates shut, and to 
relieve the railway company from any legal liability. The applicants, Richards and 
Bennett, should understand that is their obligation to keep the gates shut, and that 
they are responsible to see that they are kept shut; and, that the railway company 
is not under any obligation in respect thereto. 

An order will go permitting the applicants to construct a farm crossing at their 


own expense, and establish gates, which must be kept closed, on each side of the 


railway company’s property. 
Commissioner McLean concurred. 
Ordered accordingly. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY AND HIGHWAY CROSSINGS, WOODSTOCK, N.B. 


The question of protection to be provided at the Queen street and King street 
‘crossings, Woodstock, province of New Brunswick, by the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
was set down for hearing and heard by the Board at the sittings held at St. John, on 
July 9, 1912. The railway company and town were represented at the hearing, and at 
its close, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott delivered the following oral judgment :— 

An order will go for the establishment of a bell at Queen street, the expense being 
on the railway, but twenty per cent of ‘the cost of installation of that bell will be paid 
out of the railway Grade Crossing Fund. 

T think it would be well for the bonding of the bell to be made shorter than the 
bonding of the present bell at King street. It seems to me that 1,575 feet one way and 
1,110 the other is too far down, particularly when there may be shunting movements 
which will not cross the street in question at all, but which will cause the bell 'to ring 
and raise disturbance. 

I think an improvement in the bell and in its installation can be made at Queen 
street. That will be covered by the detail plan to be submitted and approved of by 
the engineer of the Board before the bell is installed. 

With regard to King street, it looks to us as if there should be gates there; but 
we are not satisfied yet because you have not given us sufficient information. We 
would like the town of Woodstock and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, or 
either of them, or perhaps jointly, to station a man at the crossing for a few days and 
nights, and keep an account of the pedestrians and vehicles that cross the railway at 
King street during the day and night. After we have that information, we will be 
able to decide better what, in our opinion, should be placed there as the character of 
the protection. Then the question Gomes up as to whether in the event of our order- 
ing gates there should be some contribution from the county because we are told 
that this bridge leads to a county road, and there are county people coming into 
Woodstock who use it largely. The Board has power, where an adjoining municipality 
is interested, to impose a portion of the cost on that municipality. It may be proper 
that Carleton should pay a portion of the cost of the gate if we decide on a gate 
being installed. We will have to reserve our decision in this matter until the parties 
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send in that count, and we will have to take up with the county the question of their 
contribution and hear their point of view, if we decide that it is a case for protection 
which we usually ask a municipality to contribute towards-the cost of. 

CoMMISSIONER McLean: These estimates should cover the number and kind of 
‘(rain movements as well. 

Mr. Ketcuam: I suppose, Your Honours would like that information as soon as 
possible. 

Tue Assistant CuleF CoMMISSIONER: Yes, as soon as you can conveniently let 
us have it. 


Order requiring installation of electric bell at Queen street issued accordingly. 


CROSSING ROAD ALLOWANCE BY CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY. 


APPLICATION of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for permission to cross 
with their tracks, east and west, road allowance between, sections 20 and 29. 
township 16, range 26, west of the 2nd meridian. 


Oral judgment, delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close 
of the hearing, July 20, 1912 :— 

In this matter it appears that there is already a sub-division of lots out that way, 
and the street railway is running to this highway within a short distance of the point 
where the bridge is applied for. The highway, if it were to cross the track upon the 
evel as the railway company desires, would have to be graded down about ten feet. 
[t would then be in a hollow with ten-foot banks on either side. At this point the 
railway has a three degree curve, so that the highway running down to a level 
srossing with the railway on a curve makes it an exceptionally dangerous location. 
Bearing that in mind, and bearing in mind the fact that the territory in that loca- 
‘lon apparently is going to be developed, we are of the opinion that this opportunity 
should be taken for. the separation of grades. The cost, we are told by our engineer, 
xf cutting the highway down to the track level, that is, if a level crossing were 
ypproved of, is about the same as the cost of building up if a bridge were put in; so 
that the only additional cost in a separation of grades is the cost of the actual timbers 
in the bridge itself, which, bearing in mind the importance of the situation, is not 
sufficient to make us change our minds. We therefore recognize that the railway 
should build a bridge to carry its line over the highway at that point; detail plans 
0 be sent in to the Board for our engineer’s approval. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


REVISED LOCATION CROWSNEST BRANCH OF ©. P. R. MILEAGE 15 TO 53.1. 


APPLICATION of the Canadian Pacibe Railway Company under sections 159 and 237, 
for approval of revised location of Crowsnest branch between Seven Persons 
and Brassy Lake, mileage 15 to 53.1, Lethbridge sub-division of said branch; 
also for authority to construct line across highways between the above-men- 
tioned mileages. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
he hearing, July 25, 1912:— va 

An order can go approving of the location as asked, with these conditions : That 
he arrangement made with the Minister of Railways be carried out; that is, that 
he parties having lots in the old location be supplied with similar lots in the new 
oeation, and that the buildings of those at the old location be moved to the new 
oeation by the railway company at its expense, or, in the alternative, that the rail- 
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way company have the right of refusing to move the buildings and instead compe 
sate the man for the loss of his bui'ding. Tf an arrangement cannot be made in eae 
ease, we will appoint some one as an arbitrator to go there and decide what is a fai 
arrangement to be made. ; 

How long will it take you to carry that arrangement out ? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND: We have just got the approval of the plans. It is too late 
start work this fall, and in fact we have no appropriation. We hope to start that worl 
next spring. We will open the other line before we close this one, and they don 
want their buildings moved until the line is closed. 

Tus Assistant Crier Commissioner: We will not fix a time, then, but th 
parties will notify the Board if the railway company does not carry out this arrange 
ment in due time, and we will see that it is carried out. 

Mr. Sutuvan: This is with regard to the people who are there now? Wedon 
want people to rush in there. 

The Assistant Cuter ComMissioNER: This applies only to those who have vestet 
rights there in Whitla. Anyone going there goes there at his peril, and will get 


consideration whatever. 
Commissioner Mills and Goodeve concurred. ; 
Order issued approving the revised location, based upon the undertaking of th 
company to furnish the owners of lots in the present location, at Whitla, with lots fret 
of charge in the new townsite, and the undertaking on the part of the Government t 
close the highway adjoining the western boundary of section.31, and divert the same 


SPRUCE AVENUE CROSSING, EDMONTON. 


Apprication of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, under section 56, subst 
tion 3. for leave to appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada, from.order Ne 
16700, dated June 1, 1912, in re Grand Trunk Pacific Railway crossing at Sprue 


avenue, Edmonton, Alta. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close o 


the hearing, July 24, 1912 :— 
Tn this matter Mr. MeLean put this memorandum on the file :— 


“ Spruce avenue having been registered on the 4th day of June, 1907, an 
the plan of the right of way of the Grand Trunk Railway Company having no 
been registered until the 29th August, 1907, it is manifest that Spruce stree 
is senior. The order for the crossing should go and the same principle b 
applied in this case as in the application under file No. 19435, namely, that th 
cost of construction and maintenance of the crossing, as well as the installatio 
and maintenance of the protection, should be divided between the city and th 


Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company.” 


and then it was on the recommendation of the chief engineer of the Board, Mr. Mout 


tain. that that protection was put in the order. 

Now the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company applies for an order for leas 
to appeal to the Supreme Court. I do not see that there is any point of law rais€ 
by the Grand Trunk Pacifie which would warrant us in asking the Supreme Court 1 
consider this matter, and the application is therefore refused. ' 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. : 


Order issued dismissing application. 


to ee 
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AppLicaTion of Bradford and Taylor, Vancouver, B.C., for an order directing the 
Great Northern Railway Company to construct a spur to their saw-mill in dis- 
trict lot 10, Burnaby, British Columbia. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close ot 
he hearing July 27, 1912: 

In this matter the applicants, before constructing their mill, applied to the rail- 
vay company to know what facilities they could get in the way of a spur. No contract 
was made between the railway company and the applicants that they would get 
he spur, but the applicants, by the correspondence and by the interviews they had 
with the railway company, were led to believe that they would get the spur, and they 
say because of that they constructed their mill. The railway company now refuse to 
out in the spur. 

- Under section 226 of the Railway Act, under such circumstances, the Board, on 
the application of the owner and upon being satisfied of the necessity for such spur 
sr branch line in the interests of trade, may order it to be constructed on certain 
conditions. 

We are told that the applicant’s mill will probably ship about seventy-five car- 
loads of lumber a year. That is sufficient in the interest of trade to warrant us in 
ordering this spur. 

We are induced to take the position we do because of the negotiation which went 
on and which led the applicants constructing their mill, believing they would get this 
facility. 

The railway company’s objection is that it is another break in the main line. 
That is an objection we often hear from railway companies, and I have no doubt 
there is something in it, but they have a break in their® main line about a mile one 
way and about a half a mile the other way. In operating, they have those in mind, 
and we cannot see that an additional break in the main line is going to make it so 
dangerous that we would not be warranted in carrying out the requirements of the 
Act. 

An order will go as asked for the construction of the spur, upon condition that 
the applicants first put up a sufficient sum of money to pay for the entire cost; the 
money to be deposited in a chartered bank of Canada to the credit of the Board, to 
be paid over by us to the railway company upon completion of the work; the amount 
required or amount paid over to be paid back by the railway company to the appli- 
cants in rebates pursuant to the provisions of section 226, which will be set out in 
the order. 

What amount, Mr. MacNeill, will be required to be deposited ? Two or three 
hundred dollars ? 

Mr. MacNeiu: There is a change of line under consideration at present time 
which will make it extremely awkward to do anything. : 

The Assistant Cumr Commissioner: What is the cost ¢ 


Mr. MacNem.: About $350. 

The Assistant Cur Commissioner: The order will be that the applicants 
deposit $350 to the credit of the Board in some chartered bank of Canada, and after 
the money being deposited and the order issued, the railway company will construct 


a siding within thirty days. 
- Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order made directing the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and N aviga- 
tion Company to construct a spur to the applicant’s property, Burnaby, British 
Columbia; the work to be completed within thirty days; and the applicants to deposit 
the sum of $350 to the credit of the Board, in a chartered bank. 
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EASTERN RAILWAY STREET CROSSINGS, VANCOUVER, B.C. 


< 
Appuication of the city of Vancouver, B.C., for an order allowing and directing 
the construction of highways on Hastings street, Pender street, Keefer street, 
- and Harris street, by way of overhead bridges or viaducts over the railway of 
the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway. and Navigation Company at 
its intersection of said streets, for the costs of such construction and mainten- 
ance of same. 


Oral judgment, delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close of 
the hearing, July 29, 1912 :— ; 

In this matter the Board is of the opinion that the application should be granted 
for the approval of grade separation at these four streets, Hastings, Pender, Keefer 
and Harris, 

It was suggested that perhaps one of the streets, or perhaps two of them, might 
be closed and grades separated at the others. But bearing in mind’ the marvellous— 
I think that is not too exaggerated a word—the marvellous growth of Vancouver, it is 
perhaps wisest at this stage to decide to keep the whole four streets open. And bearing 
in mind the fact that there will have to be some depression in the tracks of the Great 
Northern and bearing in mind the facts that land values are increasing, it is better 
that the four of them should be done at once rather than that the work be done piece- 
meal. Therefore, having decided that much, it is incumbent on us to say in what pro- 
portions the cost shall be borne by the interested parties. 

First of all, dealing with Pender and Keefer streets, these are streets which are 
not used by the British Columbia Electric Railway, and the only parties interested are 
the city and the Great Northern Railway. It appears that after the streets were laid 
out the Great Northern put a track across the streets, and subsequently, in 1910, they 
got permission from the Board to lay two more tracks. The order in that case was 
No. 12403 and dated on the 6th of September, 1910. Clause two of that order was as 
follows :— 

“That owing to the low-lying nature of the ground through which the said 
tracks were run, and the probable necessity in future of carrying the said streets 
or some of them over the said tracks, all questions relating to the separation 
of grades and the distribution of the cost thereof are hereby reserved.” 


Now, it is quite clear from that order that the railway company went there with 
its two additional tracks Learing in mind that the question of grade separation would 
come up and that it would undoubtedly be called upon to pay a substantial share of 
separating the grades at those streets. The advent of the Great Northern is undoubt- 
edly of substantial benefit to Vancouver. No one denies that. These tracks are not 
for passenger purposes but to get down to the water front. That is an undoubted 
advantage to Vancouver to have the railway facilities of the Great Northern at the 
water front more or less in competition with the other railway that is there. 

Bearing all these facts in mind, we have come to the conclusion with regard to 
those two streets upon which the British Columbia Electric Railway does not run that 
the cost should be divided as follows :— . 

First, we will give as much as we can give out of the Railway Grade Crossing 
Fund as a contribution towards the separation of grades. The Railway Grade Cross 
ing Fund is a fund establishea by Parliament some years ago to assist in the separa- 
tion of grades and highway crossings. That Act has some limitations, and we are 
not permitted to give more than twenty per cent of the total cost of the work for any 
one crossing, and the amount of the contribution for any one crossing shall not exceed 
$5,000. So that in this case it is rather small. A further limitation is that that 
contribution can only be made for three highways in one municipality in one year. 
At Pender and Keefer streets we will give $5,000 contributions each out of the Railway 
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Grade Crossing Fund, and we think that the balance should be paid, 25 per cent by 
the city and 75 per cent by the railway company. 

At the other two streets, Hastings and Harris, all that I have said with regard to 
the history of the crossings at Pender and Keefer also applies. The circumstance of 
Hastings and Harris which does not coincide with the other streets, is that the 
British Columbia Electric Railway crosses the steam railway at both these streets. 
It appears that the British Columbia Electric was some few years prior to the Great 
Northern with its track at Hastings, but it is said that the tracks were not connected 
up but were merely laid across. 

It appears from the statements handed in by the Great Northern, which are not 
disputed by anyone, that there is considerable street railway travel at those streets. 
Take, for instance, Hastings between 8.30 a.m. and 6 p.m., 111 cars; and 8.15 a.m. 
and 6 p.m., 120 cars. The average is that at Hastings the street cars pass every five 
minutes and at Harris every 44 minutes, showing a substantial travel over these two 
streets by the British Columbia Electric. 

The British Columbia Electric Railway Company was not originally served, but 
their counsel came forward and said they were aware of what was going on and he 

waived the lack of notice. If they stood on their technical rights, it would only have 
meant a delay of a couple of weeks until they were given notice, so I think it is in 
the interest of all concerned that he should have waived the lack of notice and gone on 
as he did. 

In the operation of their cars, the British Columbia Electric now find three 
tracks of the Great Northern crossing these two streets. These three tracks 
of the Great Northern are legally there. Without the intervention of 
this Board, the British Columbia Electric can do nothing to get rid of these tracks. 
They have to stop their cars; their conductor has to go forward and give a signal, and 
then, if the track is clear, they proceed. In addition to that delay in stopping in that 
way there is the danger of their passengers being killed by an accident occurring at 
this level crossing. It will, undoubtedly be a very substantial benefit to the British 
Columbia Electric to have this danger removed, and to have this delay in their opera- 
tion removed by the construction of these bridges. It being a substantial benefit to 
them, we are of the opinion that they should contribute to the cost of the two bridges 
which they will use. That is the bridges at Hastings and at Harris. Unfortunately 
we cannot give the $5,000 out of Grade Crossing Fund to both of these streets, because 
the Act limits us to a contribution to three streets in one year in any municipality. 
Therefore, we will say at Harris street we will give $5,000 out of the Railway, Grade 
Crossing Fund and the balance to be divided, 20 per: cent to the city, 20 per cent to 
the British Columbia Electric, and 60 per cent to the Great Northern. That same 
contribution will apply at Hastings, except that, as I have already said, we cannot give 
the $5,000 out of the Railway Grade Crossing Fund. 

With regard to the cost of the depression of the tracks of the Great Northern 
“necessary for this work, we think that that cost should be counted in with the cost 
of the bridges in addition to the land damages. So that in estimating the cost of the 
work upon which the percentages will be based, the cost of depressing the Great 
Northern tracks will be included. Any disputes will have to be settled by the engineer 
of the Board. Detailed plans of each crossing to be submitted for the approval of the 
engineer of the Board. : 


Mr. MacNrmu.—I take it that as to land damages the railway company will be in 
the same position as a private owner. 
The Assistant Curer Commissioner.—lIf you own lands apart from your right of 
e ASSISTANT EF Co y: 
way. 
Mr. MacNetu.—It is irregular. In some places more Jands were got than are 
actually occupied by the tracks and they are utilized by industries. 
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The Assistant Cuter ComMissioner.—Land damages to your right of way should 
not be ineluded, but land damages to land that you hold other than your right of way 
might be included. I suppose the city does not want it stated when this work is to 
be begun? If you have to submit your by-law to the people. 


Mr. Hay.—We will submit our by-law in January. That is the first time we can 
submit it. 


ASSISTANT CHiEF ComMMIssioNeR.—We will make no order as to the time when it 
shall commence or when the work shall be completed. The city being chiefly interested 
in the matter, we presume that they will act with due diligence. * 


Mr. Hay.—Permission being given to the city to construct? 
The Assistant CHier CoMMISSIONER.— Yes. 


Order in accordance with the terms of the judgment issued, and the British 
Columbia Electric Railway Company appealed to the Supreme Court of Canada from 
the said order, questioning the power of the Board to hear the application and give the 
relief asked for by the municipality with respect to the bridge and to. assess the cost 
upon the parties interested. 

The appeal was dismissed with costs, a majority of the Court holding that the 
Board had the power to make the order complained against. 


‘CHE NIAGARA, ST. CATHARINES AND TORONTO RAILWAY CROSSING GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY, 
WELLAND AVENUE, IN THE CITY OF ST. CATHARINES. 


AppLicaTION of the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway Company, 
applied under section 227 of the Railway Act, for authority to cross with its tracks 
the tracks of the Grand Trunk Railway Company on Welland Avenue, in the 
city of St. Catharines. A hearing was had, evidence taken, and a statement 
filed by the Grand Trunk showing the traffic over Welland avenue. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, October 11, 1912 :— 

At the hearing, and from a scrutiny of the plan, it seems to me that it would be 
entirely improper to allow a crossing of the Grand Trunk tracks by the Niagara Central 
at the point sought. This plan disclosed a crossing of ‘some five tracks of the steam 
railway at grade, bisecting the company’s yard. The location of the Niagara, St. 
Catharines and Toronto railway, however, was not only urged by the company, but, 
also strongly by the city’s representatives. The Board’s engineer has since made a 
careful survey of the situation, and it appears that the other points of crossing 
suggested by the Grand Trunk are either subject to just as great if not greater danger, 
or necessitated the construction of the railway on such narrow streets as to be entirely 
inadvisable from a public standpoint. The Board has therefore to consider whether 
this crossing should be allowed or no crossing permitted along the line of the present 
location in St. Catharines. 

The Board’s engineer reports that, with the exception of the fruit season, little or 
no use is made by the Grand Trunk of its apparently extended facilities at this point: 
and that the rail movement is confined strictly to shunting or stub-end movements, and 
at this point is slow and under immediate control. 

Under the circumstances, an order will go. It will be necessary, however, that 
derails be installed on each side of the crossing, seventy-five feet from the nearest 
track, interlocked with semaphore on Grand Trunk track, to be operated by the con- 
ductor of the electric car; detail of plan of said half-interlocker to be submitted for 
approval by an engineer of the Board, the whole, with future maintenance, to be at the 
expense of the applicant company. 


Commissioners Mills and McLean concurred. 
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CITY OF ST. THOMAS AND MICHIGAN CENTRAL RY. OO. 


APPLICATION of the corporation of the city of St. Thomas, Ontario, for an order 
permitting it to construct its street railway across the right of way and tracks 


of the Michigan Central Railway Company at grade, on William street in the 
said city. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner Mills. 

Judgment, Commissioner Mills, October 25, 1912 :-— 

This application was made on the third day of J une, 1912, and it was heard at 
ittings of the Board in Toronto, commencing on the 26th day of September, 1912. 
The locality was subsequently inspected by two members of the Board, and the case 
iow stands for final action. 

William street extends north from Wellington street to Talbot street, crossing the 
Michigan Central railway one block south of the latter street. It is open across the 
aid railway, properly planked, and now used for vehicular and pedestrian traffic. 
Jentre street is immediately south of the Michigan Central, and parallel with it; 
unning east and west, about thirty-two feet distant from the nearest track; and there 
s a subway under the Michigan Central tracks at the west end of Centre street, 1,750 
eet west of William street. 

The St. Thomas street railway runs north along William street, from the southern 
ortion of the city to Centre street, where it turns west along Centre street to the said 
ubway and then back east along Talbot street to the north end of William street, going 
wo-thirds of a mile out of its way every trip to and from the northern part of the city, 
vrhere, it appears, a large number of men are employed in the Pére Marquette shops, 
he Broom and Woodenware factory, the Still Handle factory, the Pork Packing 
actory, and the Canning factory, as well as in the stores and other business places 
long Talbot street, from William street on the west to the London and Port Stanley 
ailway on the east. 

The city alleges that the going round the loop, two-thirds of a mile out of its 
vay every trip, seriously interferes with the financial success of its street railway ; 
hat many people who have to go only a comparatively short distance north or south, 
cross the Michigan Central railway, decided to walk rather than take a street car 
ound the loop; and that the compulsory diversion from William street is an incon- 
‘emience and annoyance to many citizens in the northern and southern parts of the 
ity. 
Therefore, the city, by vote of the ratepayers and a resolution of the City Council, 
iad appealed to the Board for an order permitting it to continue its street railway 
long William street, across the Michigan Central tracks, laying it one block further 
lorth, in order to reach Talbot street without going round the loop. 

The owners of certain properties on Centre and Talbot streets, fronting on the 
0p, with sympathizers and others in different parts of the city, to the number of 177, 
fen and women, pétitioned against the proposed change of route, on grounds, real and 
stensible, to the effect that it would increase the danger at the crossing on William 
treet; would interfere with farmers driving to a small market place on the west side 
f William street, immediately north of the M.C.R. right of way; and would involve 
he city in a considerable (perhaps a large) expenditure—all without any benefit in 
ither time or money to the street railway, adding that long freight trains which, at 
he usual rate of speed through the city, take about five minutes to pass a given point, 
nd prove a greater hindrance to street railway traffic than the loop in question. 

The Michigan Central Railway Company also, very courteously but strongly, 
bjected to the proposed crossing, chiefly for the same reasons as those given by the 
titioners above mentioned, emphasizing especially the danger and the cost involved, 
thile maintaining that, if the crossings were made, it would be no benefit to the street 
ailway, and that consequently the city’s application should not be granted. 
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The danger is always the most difficult problem in connection with the crossings 
of railways over highways at grade or rail level. The question arises whenever a rail- 
way company applies for permission to construct a track at grade, through a city, 
town, village, or country district. Every such crossing over a street or highway 
increases the danger of the travelling public; and yet our country has allowed thou- 
sands of such crossings, in the public interest, and will continue to allow them, until 
such time as the country is able to provide for a separation of grades at all railway 
crossings, or willing to pay such passenger fares and freight rates as will enable rail- 
way companies to make such a separation at all points. 

In like manner, whenever a city, town, village, or rural municipality opens a 
street or highway, or constructs a street railway, across a steam railway, at grade, it 
increases the danger to the travelling public; nevertheless many such crossings have 
been authorized and must continue to be authorized, so long as the public interest 
demands them, a city or other municipality having as good a right as a railway com- 
pany in all such cases. 

Further, when a railway company has secured its right of way, it has therein 
certain rights which must not be ignored. It has the right to lay tracks and sidings 
thereon; which right it exercises almost ad libitum; and it never hesitates to press 
for permission to cross streets, at grade or otherwise, as it thinks proper, when con: 
structing additional main line, siding, or branch line tracks; and it should not be 
forgotten that municipalities, likewise, have certain rights as to the use of their street 
and highways; and these rights should not be overlooked or lightly disregarded. 

No doubt there often is ground for difference of opinion as to what the public 
interest is in a particular instance. In this case, the city of St. Thomas, after openly 
and legally consulting the people—the public in that locality—has applied to th 
Board for permission to construct its street railway across the Michigan Central rail 
way, at grade, on one of its streets, claiming the right to make such crossing on th 
ground of public interest and convenience, while the Michigan Central Railway Com 
pany and certain petitioners allege that the public using the strects of St. Thoma 
would not be benefited financially or in any other way by the proposed crossing; so th 
Board has to weigh the evidence and arguments for and against. 

Whether or not the crossing in question would prove financially helpful to the St 
Thomas street railway is a matter of opinion. The affirmative opinion of the cit, 
was formed, not hurriedly, but after consultation and apparently due consideration b 
the people and their official representatives ; and, for that reason, I feel myself in dut 
bound to consider it at least as likely to be correct as the opinion of any other of th 
parties interested in the case. It is no doubt true that the street cars would sometime 
be held up by the passing of long Michigan Central freight trains over the Williar 
street crossing, as vehicular and pedestrian traffic is now held at that point, for, saj 
five minutes at a time; but such interruptions are not regular but occasional, wherea 
the delays caused by running round the loop are constant, affecting every trip made b 
the Electric railway. 

Tt was suggested that a subway might be constructed under the Michigan Centré 
railway tracks on William street; but the cost of that method of crossing would, 
think, be prohibitive, on account of the position of Centre street, which, as state 
above, is parallel to the Michigan Central railway and so close that it would ad 
directly to the cost of the subway, and would involve land damages east and west ¢ 
the crossing, in addition to the damages on William street. I think, therefore, thi 
the idea of a subway at that point may as well be abandoned for the ‘present at leas 
but it happens that all Michigan Central Railway trains pass through St. Thom: 
under strict control and at a comparatively low rate of speed; so, with derails on 4] 
street railway and home and distant signals on the steam railway, all properly co 
nected with the block system of the latter and operated by the street railway, it wou 
be practically impossible for an accident to occur at the crossing. 
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Therefore, in view of the evidence, arguments, and circumstances, including the 
fact that William street is already open across the Michigan Central and regularly 
used for vehicular and pedestrian traffic, my opinion is that the city of St. Thomas 
should be permitted to construct its street railway across the right of way and tracks 
of the Michigan Central railway on William street in the said city; plans showing the 
installation and the method of protection to be submitted for approval by: the chief 
engineer of the Board; the long market-shed west of William street and north of the 
Michigan Central railway to be moved by the city, at its own expense, to the north or 
_ west side of the market square, in order to improve the view at the crossings; and the 
expense of the construction and maintenance of the crossing and the appliances con- 
nected therewith to be borne and paid jointly by the city of St. Thomas and the 
Michigan Central Railway Company, one-half by each, the city being senior as regards 
the street and junior as regards its railway. 

Judgment, Commissioner McLean, October 30, 1912 :— 

In this matter I expressed an opinion at the hearing that the situation should be 
looked after by a subway. The ideal solution of the Michigan Central location at St. 
Thomas would undoubtedly be grade separation throughout. As to the William street 
crossing I am now satisfied that I did not give sufficient weight to the complication 
created by the location of Centre street and the additional burden of cost this would 
add. ; 

I therefore agree in the recommendations of Commissioner Mills without express- 
ing any opinion as to the obligations, if any, arising from the street railway being 
Junior at the proposed point of crossing to the Michigan Central. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January oo 2 ij ee 

I have had the advantage of reading the considered judgment of Mr. Commissioner 
Mills in this case. I entirely agree with the general principles which he lays down. 
Certainly, municipalities have as great a right as railway companies to have granted 
to them, on their application, level crossings. I would go further and say that their 
rights, being rights which they exercise as a general thing in the interests of the 
public and apart from any selfish reason, are higher and should be thore readily given 
effect to than those of the railway companies. My only difficulty here is in the 
application of the principle. If this present application was being made by an elec- 
trical railway company, I would, without hesitation, refuse it on the ground that, with 
the subways already in existence, it is entirely unnecessary to add to the dangers of 
the present level crossing by adding to its burden street railway operation. 

The facts are very simple and allow of no dispute. Mr. Doherty states that, 
operating through the subway at Pleasant street, as now constructed, three thousand 
four hundred feet is travelled in making the loop; while, if the present application is 
granted, and the railway constructed across the Michigan Central tracks, the distance 
from point to point is but four hundred feet; so that a saving of three thousand feet in 
distance when the cars run will be made in the street car system in operating over 
the grade crossing on William street. 

The unit cost of street operation in St. Thomas is not given; but from the evi- 
dence I haye heard in other matters, it may be said to vary from fourteen to twenty 
cents per car mile; and placing it at twenty-four cents, which, perhaps, would not be 
unreasonable in a small system, there would be a saving made of eight cents in each 
run by each ear. 

In addition to this there is a further argument made by Mr. Doherty, more or less 
problematical, that greater earnings can be had from the street car system if the run 
is made more direct. ; 

If an incorporated company was asking for this crossing merely to get rid of a 
comparatively short distance of unproductive mileage, with the possibility of 
inereasing its dividends, I am quite convinced that no answer whatever would have 
to be made to the application. It would be and should be refused. 
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It is a mistake to think that, simply because there is now a level crossing, there 
is no objection to the use of that crossing by street carriers. A street car, like a 
steam railway, has to be operated on a given line. Its operation is always carried on 
subject not only to the danger of ordinary traffic, but to the added dangers of being 
unable to change its course, and the possibility—indeed, the almost certainty—of 
trouble from greasy rails. There is no comparison of the danger to which an indi 
vidual is subject to in walking over a railway crossing, on the one hand, and that he 
is exposed to as being a passenger in an electric car crossing it, on the other. 

Tn my view, the application should be refused; but as Mr. Commissioner McLean 
agrees with Commissioner Mills, the usual order will go for a level crossing, protected 
with derails, plans of which are to be submitted to the Board’s engineer for approval; 
the cost of the work to be apportioned as in the Edmonton case; that is, the city wi 
pay for its own construction, its own rails and other work, and the diamonds; but the 
eost of protection, that is, the installation of the interlocking plant, its maintenance 
and operation, to be borne equally by the city and the railway company. 

T perhaps should mention the legal matter raised by Mr. Torrance. Mr. Torran 
at when the Ross street subway was ordered, there was also an appli- 
at William street; that the William street subway was withdrawn 
as a term to the order under which the Ross street subway was built and that the cit 
is stopped in the present application. As intimated in the argument, in my view, nd 
estoppal whatever was created. The action taken was the action of the Board; and the 
municipality now has the right to make the application under the changed conditien: 
now existing, as it now does, irrespective entirely of anything which happened in con 


nection with the Ross street subway. 


pointed out th 
eation for ‘a subway 


ST. JOHN AND QUEBEC RAILWAY CROSSING CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY NORTH OF 
MCADAM JUNCTION. 


Apprication of the St. John and Quebec Railway Company, under sections 227 2a 
229, for authority to erect, maintain, and operate a crossing over the Canadian 
Pacific railway at a point between the 49th and 50th miles, north of McAde 
Junction, on the north section of the Atlantic division of said railway, and t 
allow of the St. John and Quebec Railway to connect its tracks temporarily wit 
those of the Canadian Pacific railway near stations 2006 and 2593 (C.P.R. 
location) for the interchange or transfer of traffic. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the hear 
ing, October 29, 1912:— 

An order will go granting the application in this case. In crossing the right ¢ 
way of another steam railway the company that is building an over-crossing has th 
onus thrown on it of putting its abutments in such a position that a double track ca 
be built by the senior line. Sometimes the extra space is not used, as the junior lir 
occasionally takes chances, allowing for only one track. But it is always understood 
that, if the senior company requires it, the junior company will, at its own expense, 
provide room for a double track, whenever it is required, in order that the senior con 
pany can utilize its own right of way. 

Mr. Thompson, I presume you know what your company proposes to do. I sho 
think that it would be better to leave sufficient room now. 

Mr. Tuompson.—I would take this exception to that, sir. If they build anoth 
line, they will cut out this heavy grade to Debee Junction, and’ the other line will | 
lower. ; 

The Oumr Commissioner.—So you will be at no risk, 

Mr. Bearry.—It is only the line on our original right of way that the Chai 


is referring to. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 2 229 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


Mr. Leonarp.—Only the property covered by the right of way you cross over. 

The Curr Commissioner.—You have always to give the senior company two 
tracks on its own right of way, if it wants them. 

Mr. Grimmer.—I do not think the C.P.R. has room here. 

The Curer ComMissioNner.—The order will be made on the usual terms. Anything 
further ? 

Mr. THompson.—We want to make two temporary connections for construction 
purposes. . 

Mr. Leonarp.—The application is for a temporary connection only. 

Mr. Beatry.—You mean for the interchange of construction material ? 

Mr. THompson.—Yes, it can be only for that. 

The Cuizr Commissioner.—There can be no objection to that; but the connection 
will have to be made according to the grades; the applicant will have to work to C.P.R. 
grades. 

Mr. Tuompson.—The grades are satisfactory, are they? 

Mr. Beatry.—What do those grades show? 

The Cuter Commissioner.—Mr. Thompson says he does not propose to interfere 
with your grades. 

Mr. Lzonsrv.—But their grades running down to us may be too steep. 

The Cuier ComMissioner.—What approach can you get? 

Mr. Tuompson.—Level for 1,000 feet south and for 600 feet north. 

The Cuter Commissioner.—Then, the order will go for the temporary connections, 
for construction purposes. The plans to be submitted to the O.P.R. before the work 
is done. : 

Mr. Lronarp.—And if necessary to have switchmen there, they are to stand the 
expense ? 

The Curer ComMISsIONER.—If our engineer thinks that is necessary. 

Mr. Lronarv.—It is breaking the main line between stations. 

The Curler CoMMISSIONER.—Quite ‘so. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order made, granting application. 


CANADIAN NORTHERN LOCATION THROUGH NORTH BAY. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, October 30, 1912 :— a 

By its application dated 28th March last the Railway Company seeks the approval 
of the Board to the location of its railway through the town of North Bay. Several 
objections were raised by the Board from individual landowners affected by the pro- 
posed location, and a sitting was held at North Bay on the 14th June last when all 
parties were heard at considerable length. While the location of the railway as shown 
on the plan would have some beneficial features about it, such as reasonable proximity 
to the business portion of the town and separation of grades at a number of highway 
erossings, still it was realized by the Board that considerable damage would be done 
to some interests if the location applied for was approved. 
_ The Board, after the hearing, sent its engineer to North Bay to see if a suitable 
location farther northeast than that applied for by the railway company could not be 
found which would reasonably serve the town; and, after going into the matter 
thoroughly on the ground, our engineer reported that it was impracticable. The 
Board then endeavoured to bring about an arrangement whereby the Canadian 
Northern should have running rights over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific railway 
through North Bay and thus avoid the cutting up of the town by the tracks of the 


Canadian Northern, as would be done were its location plans approved of, 
< 
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A special sitting was held at Ottawa on the 22nd August last at which both 
companies were represented, to see if the suggestion of the Board that some arrange- 
ment for the use of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tracks by the Canadian 
Northern could not be arrived at; but, after hearing both companies the Board came 
to the conclusion that that scheme was impracticable. Considerable delay to the 
Canadian Northern Railway Company has necessarily occurred in this matter by our 
endeavouring to find the best way for that company to reach North Bay with its tracks 
and still do the least inconvenience possible to the residents of that municipality. It 
is recognized by all that whatever inconvenience there may be, and of course there is 
always more or less inconvenience to individual landowners in the location of a rail- 
way, the advent of the Canadian Northern to North Bay will be of very substantial 
benefit to it. 

Bearing all this in mind, therefore, the Board has come to the conclusion that 
with some slight modifications, the application of the railway company for the approval 
of its location plan should be granted, and the parties should be left to their rights for 
damages for land taken or injuriously affected, under the Railway Act. . 

One of the chief objectors to the location as asked by the railway company is His 
Lordship Bishop Scollard, the Bishop of Sault Ste. Marie. Prior to the location of 
the railway he was instrumental in the securing of a block of land on the east side of 
Third avenue, between John and Metcalfe streets, for school and other purposes. I 
think that the contention of His Lordship that the block in question will be materially 
injured, for the purposes for which it was acquired, is well founded. It appears that 
originally the intention of the railway company, was to run its line through the western 
portion of the block, but that subsequently a deviation was made so that the railway 
would pass just west of the property in question without taking any portion of it, and 
T am told by one of the Board’s engineers that this deviation will be more expensive 
to the railway company than the original location through the block in question. 
Under these circumstances, it appears to me a fairer arrangement would be for the 
railway company to adopt its original location through the block in question and 
thereby render itself liable under the Railway Act to compensate the landowner for 
the injury done, and I think the plan should be amended accordingly. 

Another piece of property held for educational purpose which may also be injured 
is the property on the west side of Klock avenue and north of Jane street, which is 
known as the high school property. As the line of the railway as shown on its location 
plan crosses through the northern portion of this property, the high school authorities 
will have a right to compensation, if any, under the provisions of the Railway Act. 

A handsome Normal School has recently been built in North Bay by the Ontario 
Government and it was contended that the noise from the operation of the trains, 
particularly if a station was established in the neighbourhood of the Normal school, 

‘would be of considerable inconvenience to the teachers and pupils in that institution. 
It has been suggested that some limitation be made in the order approving of the 
location of the railway with regard to the use of the proposed station so that the incon- 
venience caused by the noise would be minimized as much as possible. It is always 
open to the Board to make regulations respecting the operation of trains and the move- 
ment of traffic in and about a railway station. 

In this ease our chief engineer suggests that the proposed railway station be used 
only for local business, and that there be no shunting or making up of trains in the 
company’s yard at that point. In order to be more definite we may say that no 
shunting or making up of trains is to take place on the line approved between Front 
street and Fisher street. This includes an area of three blocks each way from the 
Normal School, and should materially lessen the inconvenience which otherwise would 
be caused to the occupants of the said school. 

It may also be well to note, before finally disposing of this matter, that both the 
Municipal Council and the Board of Trade of North Bay are in favour of granting the 
application of the railway company. | 
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I therefore think that an order may go approving of the plans with the modifi- 
cation which I have suggested. 


Commissioner Mills concurred. 


CANADIAN NORTHERN CUT-OFF THROUGH RIVER PARK, WINNIPEG, MAN. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, October 31, 1912:— 

This application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for permission to 
construct a cut-off through the city of Winnipeg to connect its Fort Rouge yards 
with its Eastern yards was first heard at a sitting of the Board in Winnipeg on the 
6th of August last. It was again before the Board at Ottawa on the 27th September 
last, when the evidence of Mr. Tye, an engineer employed by those opposed to the 
application, was submitted to the Board and further argument of counsel heard. 

The object of the cut-off is to enable the railway company to carry its through 
freight past Winnipeg without having to haul it through its Winnipeg terminals. The 
Board has been aware for some time that the facilities of the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company at Winnipeg were insufficient to properly take care of the steadily increas- 
ing business which that company has to handle in and through Winnipeg. It is 
admitted on all sides by every one conversant with railway problems in Winnipeg 
that the construction of some line of railway, which would carry out the object which 
the Canadian Northern had in view in making this application, would be of material 
benefit not only to the shipping public of Winnipeg, but to the people of Canada as 
a whole. This line if constructed, would be used in assisting to get the wheat from 
the western provinces to the markets of the East, and if a sample market. for grain is 
established at Winnipeg such railway facilities as will permit of the most expeditious 
handling of grain traffic at Winnipeg will be necessary. 

In his evidence, at the sitting of the Board at Ottawa on the 17th September 
last, Mr. Tye, the expert engineer called by those who object to the granting of this 
application, stated::— 


“That the line of the Canadian Northern as run is undoubtedly from the 
railway standpoint the best line which they could get, and I think I can 
go further and say that there is an undoubted necessity for a cut-off between 
these two yards.” 


The necessity for some cut-off being therefore clearly established, it remains for 
the Board to determine whether the application of the railway company to build it 
through River park, as it desires, should be granted, or whether some alternative 
scheme should be adopted. 

At the hearing in Winnipeg much evidence was given showing that the construc- 
tion of the cut-off on the line asked for would result in materially depreciating the 
value of adjoining property; but, after going over the route of the proposed line as 
we did with considerable care after the hearing, I became satisfied that the fears of 
many of those that had appeared before us were unfounded. I do not suggest 
that those who gave evidence before us were insincere and were not thoroughly con- 
vinced that the results which they feared would be brought about by the construc- 
tion of the cut-off, but people who have not had much experience of the location of 
a railway line and who are naturally much concerned if it is to be anywhere near 
their own property, are apt to become unduly alarmed and over-estimate the detri- 
mental effect which the construction of such a line would have on their property. 

Nevertheless, bearing in mind the objections raised, the Board was most anxious 
before coming to any conclusion in this matter, to endeavour to find the route that 
would do the least damage and still fairly carry out the object the company had in 
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view when they decided upon the construction of a cut-off. We therefore instructed 
our engineer at Winnipeg to make a careful examination to see if some other route 
would be more desirable. Surveys and reports were made by the engineers represent 
ing different interests, and conferences between these engineers were held. The Board 
has not only had the advantage of a comprehensive report from its engineer in Winni- 
peg, but it had also a report from its chief engineer and chief traffic officer, who were 
specially sent to Winnipeg after the Ottawa sitting in September, to go carefully 
into this matter on the ground. All our officials agreed that, bearing all the circum 
stances of this case in mind, the line suggested by the railway company is the proper 
one for the Board to approve of, and from the careful consideration I have given 
this matter I am also of that opinion. 
I may say in passing that, when the suggestion was made that the line should 
be constructed farther south, passing through what is called “ Windsor park,” tha’ 
the Board received many protests from landowners in that section similar in effect 
to the protests we have received from those who opposed the location desired by the 
railway company. + 
Our expert officials have pointed out in their reports to us, many objections t 
an alternative route farther south. It must also be borne in mind that the railway 
company owns, or controls, practically all the right of way on the line of the cut-of 
they desire to construct, whereas if a line farther south were adopted it would mean 
that the compulsory powers of taking land under the Railway Act would doubtless 
have to be invoked to acquire most of the land for the line. In such case, the positior 
of the objectors would, I think, be stronger than that of those who object to th 
Canadian Northern line, because they would be able to say: The railway compan 
seeks to actually take our land; whereas, the position of those opposed to the line 
applied for is that they fear that if the railway company is given permission to spend 
its own money on its own land for its own purposes, that the value of their properf 
in the neighbourhood would be impaired. We should also bear in mind any alter 
native location would necessitate more highway crossings than there would be on -th 
line suggested by the railway company. I agree that the value of some of the adjoining 
lands may be impaired by the construction of, and operation of trains over 
the cut-off. All land owners are subject to the unavoidable risk, that their neighbour 
in the exercise of their rights may construct some building or carry on some business 
which will reduce the value of adjacent property. In a case like the present where 
the overwhelming public interest is in favour of the granting of the application, 1 
cannot see that it is incumbent upon the Board to stop the wheels of progress and 
development merely because the financial interests of some individual may be pre 
judiced. 
In granting the application of the railway company, which I think should be done, 
there are some details in the way of the protection of the public at highway cross 
ings, and other matters which should be covered in the order. There should be a sub 
way on the line of Pembina street where it enters River park, if the highway is opened 
through to the river; and, if not, then a foot subway should be constructed for 
pedestrians going to the park.. A vehicular and pedestrian subway should be put m 
on St. Mary’s road, to be completed our engineer recommends by the 31st July, 1914 
in the meantime the company to instal gates for the protection of the public. A 
foot subway should be constructed opposite to the Glenwood school for the benefit 
of the children attending the school. An interlocking plant should be installed at 
the crossing of the Winnipeg electric street railway at the intersection of Pembina 
street, and gates for the protection of the public should be erected at the crossing of 
Jubilee avenue. ; . 
The policy of the Board is, not to permit the construction of a railway through @ 
cemetery. It is pointed out by our engineer, Mr. Drury, that the line as located by 
the railway company runs through a part of block 317, part of which property 
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used for cemetery purposes. In a communication which the Board has received from 
the solicitor of the Archbishop of St. Boniface, who has jurisdiction over the ceme- 
tery, he states there is no objection to a line being run through block 317 if the ceme- 
tery is left undisturbed; and, I concur in the recommendation of our engineer that 
approval of the location of the line through block 317 be withheld to give the rail- 
way company an opportunity of conferring with the cemetery authorities to see if 
a satisfactory arrangement can be arrived at. 

Counsel appeared before the Board at both the sittings at Winnipeg and Ottawa, 
suggesting that running rights be given to other railways over the cut-off. It is most 
desirable that the railway companies be made to get together in connection with cross- 
town lines, such as the one before us, because if at all possible no other cross-town 
lines should at any future date be authorized by the Board. It was pointed out by 
counsel for the Canadian Northern Railway Company that no conferences of the 
railway companies had been held prior to the sitting, and that in fact no application 
had been made in the regular way to the Canadian Northern on behalf of any other 
railway company to join them in the undertaking. The Board has power at any time 
to authorize the use of this line by any other railway company, and I suggest that 
the matter be left in abeyance to give the railway companies an opportunity of get- 
ting together, it being clearly understood that any company at any time may apply 
to the Board for an order granting running rights to it over the Canadian Northern 

tracks, in the event of it being unable to arrive at an amicable arrangement with the 
Canadian Northern. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


PARK AVENUE SUBWAY, MONTREAL, P. Q. 


AppLication of Messrs. Davidson, Wainwright, and Alexander, of Montreal, P.Q., 
on behalf of Mr. S. O’Shaughnessy, for leave of the Board to a prosecution of 
the city of Montreal, for the recovery of penalties exceeding the sum of $100, 
and the issuing of any order and other necessary processes compelling the 
city of Montreal to carry out the Board’s order. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, November 4, 1912 :— 

In view of the peculiar position in which we find the city, I think we shall have 
to give it until the first of April, 1913, to commence the work. Weare doing this, Judge 
Laurendeau, because we are placing the fullest confidence in your assurance that the 
city really intends to go on with the work. So, no penalty will be exacted; but the 
work must be started on the first of April, and carried forward from that date until 
it is completed. 

There will have to be some proper date fixd for the completion of the work. I 
should think six months would be sufficient. 

Mr. Mountain: The first of October. 

Crier Commissioner: The first of October. 

Mr. Butter: The Board remembers the St. Lawrence Boulevard tunnel, and Mr. 
Beatty of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company knows something about it; we 
undertook to have it done in six months, and it took two years. 

Mr. Mounrarx: That was much heavier. 

Tur Curr Commissioner: Let the work be completed within six months from 
the first of April, 1913. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, and Commissioners Mills and Goodeve 

concurred. 

Order made, requiring penalties imposed under Board’s previous order to be 
remitted, and that the city commence the work of constructing the subway not later 
than April 1, 1913, and complete the same by October 1, 1913. 
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OSHAWA RAILWAY COMPANY CROSSING TRACKS OF TORONTO EASTERN RAILWAY AND - 
CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANIES IN TOWN OF OSHAWA. 


Appiication of the Oshawa Railway Company, under sections 222 and 237 for an 
order approving of branch line from the end of the present track on Bruce 
street, Oshawa, Ontario; thence over Bruce street and Ritson road to the 
property of “ Bricks, Limited,” in said town of Oshawa; also to cross the tracks 
of the Toronto Eastern railway and the Canadian Northern railway on Ritson 
road. 


Oral Judgment, delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton, at the close of the 
hearing, November 5, 1912 :— 

I do not think the statute of 1895 helps the applicant company, but, as we are 
going to decide in its favour on another ground, we need not quarrel about the statute, 

The Oshawa Railway Company is a local street railway company, which handles 
both passenger and freight business, and it strikes me that what we have to deal 
with is really a municipal matter; the municipality itself wants this line built on 
its own streets; and as it is the only body which primarily has the right to say 
what shall be done on its streets, the application should be granted, notwithstanding 
the previous application of the Toronto and Eastern Company. 

Then, as to the property owners, it does not appear that they are injured any 
more than property owners on other streets where the cars run. Everyone is liable 
to have a street railway in front of his door. It sometimes injures property from 
> residential standpoint, but it benefits the owner by the convenience it provides for 
himself and his family. I do not think any damages should be allowed under that 
head. 

Commissioner McLean: So far as this location is concerned, I think that, while 
T am in a hopeless minority, if you are hauling freight down there, you should be 
subject to the terms of the statute of 1911, and the railway should be liable in damages 
to the abutting landowners if their property is injured. I do not see any difference 
between an electric railway hauling freight on a street and a steam railway. If 
the property owners are at all damaged, it is not fair to them that, because the town 
is going to be developed by the extension of the line, the individual landowners 
should suffer. 

Tue Cuter Commissioner: I think we will have to accept Mr. McLean’s amend- 
ment, if you have no objection to it. 

Mr. Ratunun: There is no objection made to our application on that ground. 

Tue Crier Commissioner: Then, an order will go for the crossing in the usual 
terms; details to be fixed by the engineer. 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners McLean and Goodeve 
concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


ELEVATION OF RAILWAY TRACKS, NORTH TORONTO. 


Iy THe MATTER of the application of the Canadian Northern Ontario Railway Com- _ 
pany, under sections 158, 159, 237 and 196 of the Railway Act, for the approval 
of plan showing track elevation of a section to be used jointly by the Canadian : 
Pacific Railway Company and the applicant company from Summerhill avenue 
to Dovercourt road, in the city of Toronto. 


Judgment of Mr. Commissioner Mills, November 7, 1912 :— 

Bartlett Avenue.—By order No. 16846, approving of a certain plan, the railway 
companies were allowed to cross Dufferin street at grade, Delaware avenue was closed, 
Somerset avenue was closed, and Bartlett avenue (750 feet east of Dufferin street and 
950 feet west of Dovercourt Road subway) was also closed. But counsel for the city 
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of Toronto, at a hearing in the said city, on the 26th of September, 1912, applied to 
the Board for an order varying order No. 16846 so as to secure the maintenance of 
Bartlett avenue as a grade crossing over the railways as at present, calling attention 
to the position of this avenue, the traffic on it, the fact that it is asphalted, and 
especially the fact that, — 


“Tn the year 1889 an agreement was entered into between the Ontario and 
Quebee Railway Company (now the C. P. R.) and the Land Security Company, 
to maintain and keep a crossing over Bartlett avenue so as to connect Bartlett 
avenue south of the railway with Bartlett avenue north of the railway.” 


In view of these facts and circumstances, I think the city’s application for the 
maintenance of Bartlett avenue as a grade crossing over the Canadian Pacific and 
Canadian Northern Ontario lines of railway through North Toronto should be 
granted. 

Ossington Avenue.—Dovercourt road and Shaw street are 1,800 feet apart, and 
Ossington avenue is between them, 1,200 feet from the former, and 600 feet from the 
latter. By the above order No. 16846, Ossington avenue was closed, because of the 
injury which the construction of a subway thereon would likely do the Pease Foundry 
Company; but it was clearly stated in the judgment that, if circumstances changed, 
the city would be at liberty to apply for the opening of the avenue. The Pease Foundry 
property was sold soon afterwards, presumably with a knowledge of the judgment 
affecting the said avenue, and the city then applied for the opening of the avenue. 

Ossington avenue was left open on the plan prepared by our Chief Engineer 
Mountain for the elevation of the tracks in question; and, at the hearing in September, 
Mayor Geary, who appeared for the city, stated clearly and strongly, that Ossington 
avenue is a through street to the north, the widest and most important street in that 
part of the city, a business street paved and furnished with sidewalks right up to the 
railway tracks; that there is a fire-hall on the said avenue, a central school, and the 
street railway; that the street railway runs on the avenue as far north as Bloor street, 
and the Ontario Railway and Municipal Board recently issued an order that it be 
extended three miles further north, for the convenience of the people living in that 
part of the city, adding that the only way it can properly go is up Ossington avenue; 
that the traffic on the said avenue is rapidly increasing; and that Dupont street, run- 
ning east and west, south of the railway, has recently been opened and paved as far 
west as Ossington avenue. Hence, he said, the city could not think of consenting to 
the closing of Ossington avenue. 

Several interested property owners, some of them represented by F. E. Hodgins, 
K.C., also protested against the closing of the said avenue. 

In reply, Mr. Beatty and Mr. MacMurchy, with due courtesy, maintained that the 
people living along Ossington avenue and for some distance on each side thereof can 
be properly served by Dovercourt road (1,200 feet west) and Shaw street (600 feet 
east): that the property sold by the Pease Foundry Company is still required for 
industrial purposes; and that it would be neither fair nor reasonable to re-open Ossing- 
ton avenue. 

Apart from other considerations, I think that a space of 1,800 feet—over one-third 
ef a mile—without a crossing over a railway, in the heart of a large city, is something 
which people should not be compelled, or asked, to submit to; and, for this reason, im 
addition to the reasons given by the city and interested property owners, my opinion 
is that a subway, giving a 14-foot clear headway, should be constructed under the 
Canadian Pacific and Canadian Northern Ontario railways on Ossington avenue, on 
the same terms and conditions as may be imposed in the case of other subways covered 
by the plan approved of by order No. 16846. 


Christie Street.—It having been arranged that, with the consent of the Canadian 
Northern Railway Company as to the use of a portion of its right of way, a convenient 
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approach to the entrance on the south side of Clark and Clark’s factory, can be made, 
I think there is no doubt that the headroom on Christie street subway should be 14 feet 
clear; and I may add that Chief Engineer Mountain is strongly of the same opinion, 
especially in view of the fact that there is a street car line on Christie street. 

Albany Avenue and Huron Street.—It view of the facts and circumstances stated 
at the different hearings, I do not think that the application for the opening of Huron 
street and the re-opening of Albany avenue should be granted; but, as the traffic on 
Albany avenue north of the railways was diverted along Bridgeman avenue, east to 
Howland avenue and west to Bathurst street, it is manifestly the duty of the Board 
to see that the diversion is a proper one, clear and unobstructed in both directions; 
and I therefore think that Bridgeman avenue should be opened and properly graded 
through to Bathurst street, at the expense of railway companies and others in whose 
interest Albany avenue was diverted as above. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY CROSSINGS, FORT WILLIAM, ONT. 


Apprication of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 237, for 
authority to construct four extra tracks across May and Ridgeway streets, in 
the city of Fort William, Ontario; the portion of the said streets affected by 
the said crossing of tracks to be closed and replaced by a street diversion on the 
northwesterly side of said tracks, but without crossing the same. 


Oral Judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the — 
hearing, November 8 and 11, 1912 :— 

It appears that statements made at the hearing as to the width of the highway in 
front of lot No. 82 were incorrect. The highway at this point was always a full 66 feet 
in width. The effect of the deviation is to lessen, to an appreciable extent, the high-_ 
way that the owner of this property now enjoys. It is argued by Mr. Bond, on behal 
of the railway company, that the effect of the diversion, as changed by us, namely, th 
running of the road from one angle to the other of lot 31, has the effect of practically 
making lot 32 a corner lot. 

Mr. Bono: Might I interrupt, Mr. Chairman? The statement that they had — 
66 feet here depends upon the legal question as to whether or not this highway property 
line runs straight down this side of May street, or goes as the fence is on the ground 
It is only as the fence is on the ground that it is 66 feet. Legally, we contend, it is not 

The Cuter Commissioner.—That has been there for years and years. We had Mr 
Morris’s statement as to that. 

Mr. Bonp.—Would the Board leave that question over ? 

The Cuter Commissioner: The Board will not weigh the question of advantag 
or damage.one way or the other; but there is a street closed in effect here, justified 
under the caption of a deviation; and, of course, it is a deviation in fact. 

If this work were done under the Municipal Act, the owner of lot 32 could recover 
damages by arbitration, less any betterment to the property by the changed conditions. 
We think he should have damages, if any are done. There should be no arbitration; 
there is no necessity for costs. The question is a simple one and will be referred to th 
Assessment Commissioner at Fort William for his valuation and determination with 
out evidence. If he won’t do that, we will have to talk with you again. There is n 
reason why he should not do that, Mr. Bond. 

Mr. Bonn: If our engineers find that it is feasible to deviate this line so that i 
will not interfere with the street in front of that man’s property, we will have t 
privilege of coming to see you again? 

The Cuter Commissioner: Yes, to make any change you like. 
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Order made, Commissioner McLean concurring, granting application, subject to 
_ the condition that the C.P.R. convey to the city a certain portion of lot 31, block 4, the 
city to convey to the company the portions of streets closed. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY COMPANY AND CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Apprication. of the Midland Railway Company of Manitoba, and the Winnipeg 


Trackerage, Limited, under section 227, for an order granting leave to the 
Midland Railway Company to cross the tracks of a main industrial spur of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, near Wall street, Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
with the tracks of an industrial spur leading to the lands of Winnipeg Track- 
age, Limited. = 


Oral judgment, delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton, at the close of the 
hearing, November 11, 1912 :— 
4 The ‘application in this case is, we think, a little premature. While we are not 


directly governed by section 226 of the Act, on the present application, this being a 


branch line, yet the principle is the same, which is that such a crossing should be 
allowed only when it has been shown that there is a reasonable necessity for the con- 


struction of the spur in question; and that has not been done; so we must let the 


matter stand for the present. 

Mr. THompson: That is before making an order for a spur? 

The CHIEF ComMIssIONER: Exactly. Now, this is the spur which you are build- 
ing, and just as in the one instance we should be satisfied as to the reasonable necessity 
‘of the spur as such, we would be much more satisfied of the reasonable necessity of a 
grade crossing between railways before we grant it. 

Mr, THompson: Industrial tracks. 

The Cuter Commissioner: It is an industrial track which they are working on 
all the time; and we find congestion there already. The application may be renewed 
whenever you can show a good reason for the construction of the spur. 

Mr. THompson: We have invested a large amount of money there. 

Mr. Bonn: A real estate investment. 

Mr. THomeson: It is good hard money. They are not able to go to an industry 
and say: ‘Here is a track.’ 

The Cuter Commissioner: If an outlet for an industry is really needed, it will 
be provided in some way or other; but the mere hope of the establishment of an 
industry would scarcely warrant us in splitting the tracks of the Canadian Pacifie at 
a point where the company is using four engines constantly. 

Mr. THompson: Yes. Until the industries are there, the switching will not be 
interfered with merely because of this crossing, as we would not be using it. We 
would like our tracks constructed so that we can go to the public. 

g ComMissionER McLean: There is not only the question of industries established; 
you have to show they are going to be established. 

The Cuter Commissioner: For example, under the section referred to, it is not to 
be shown that an industry is actually there, but that an industry will be established if 
‘the spur is constructed and the crossing made. 

- Mr. Tuomprson: Can the application stand? 

2 The Cuirr Commissioner: JI can only repeat that our action is wiht prejudice 
7 your application being renewed at any time. That, I think, leaves you in a safe 
‘Position. 


Ma. Commissioner McLean concurred. 


4 Order refusing application issued. 
a . 
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C.N.R. FENCES BETWEEN DUFRESNE AND St. Ann, Man. 
Ix THE MATTER of the complaint of Frank Yestrom regarding the condition of fences 


along the right of way of the Canadian Northern Railway Company between 
Dufresne and St. Ann, Man. 

Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the hear- 
ing November 11, 1912:— ; 

An order will go for the immediate repair of those fences. 

Now, Mr. Yestrom, the company has nothing to do with the gates in question. 
Those gates are put in for the convenience of farmers, and the farmer is supposed to 
keep them shut at all times, except when he is going through, and close them after he 
has gone through. So, those for whom you appear had better close the gates anu keep 
them closed. Please tell them so, and that they may get into trouble if they don’t. 

Mr. Yestrom: If the company isn’t responsible, it isn’t worth troubling about 
fencing. If the gates are open, the cattle get in through them. 

The Curr ComMIssIoNER: If the gates are kept open—if the farmers neglect 
them, and let their stock get upon the railway—the company will not be responsible. 
Here is what the Act says: ‘The persons for whose use farm crossings are furnished 
shall keep the gates on each side of the railway closed when not in use. It is the 
farmer who opens those gates and uses them. There is no railway man there.~ If the 
farmer opens them, the railway company cannot do anything. 

Mr. Yestrom: The railway cannot keep them closed. 

The Cur Commissioner: No, but the railway company can and must keep its 
fences up and in good condition. 

Mr. YestroM: Yes. 

The Onter ComMIssIONER: We are going to make them put up their fences. 

Mr. Yestrom: Isn’t it too bad for me? I lost my crop from hail; now I have got: 
my cow killed; and everything seems just right against me. Now I cannot get any- 
thing out of them. 

The Curr CoMMISSIONER: Do you know how your cow got upon the right of 
way? If it got on where their fence is down, they will have to pay yow for the cow. 

Mr. Yestrom: No, there are so many gates open. I would not tell a lie for the 
sake of getting a few dollars. 

Tue Curr Commissioner: I do not think you would. If you will undertake 
see that those gates are kept closed they will help you out. 

Mr. Yestrom: Some of those engineers are gentlemen, because on one place 
one farmer’s horse got in and they might have run over and killed the horse. Those 
engineers went out and pulled the horse out. 

The Cur Commissioner: That is first-class. 

Mr. Yrstrom: It is. 

Tue Cuter Commissioner: You get your neighbors to shut those gates. 

Mr. Yestrom: I am so much wiser. I can tell a good many farmers instead of 
paying a lawyer an amount of money to get paid for a cow, and then losing it all, 
they must keep their gates shut. This will make them far wiser, and me too. 


tell them, Yestrom. I know it will be all right. 
Mr. Yestrom: Thank you. 
Tur Cuter Comaisstoner: I am very sorry we cannot bring back your cow. 
Mr. Yestrou: I do not think the Canadian Northern will want to pay for it. 
Commisioner McLean concurred. 
Order made directing the C.N.R. Co. to repair its fences along the right of way” 
between Dufresne and Ste. Ann,, Manitoba. } 
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McPHILLIPS STREET SUBWAY, WINNEFEG, MAN, 
File 2050. 


APPLICATION of the city of Winnipeg for permission to the Winnipeg Electric Rail- 
way Company to operate its cars by way of the subway under the tracks of 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company on McPhillips street, in the city of 
Winnipeg. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, November 12, 1912 :— 

McPhillips street seems to be a proper place for a street railway. Tracks ap- 
parently have already been laid on it for street railway purposes. It is a public 
highway of the city of Winnipeg, and the city wants the street cars to run on it. 
We cannot compel the street railway company to operate; but we can authorize the 
use of the subway on the street for street railway purposes. 

If the Canadian Pacific Railway Company objects, thinking that there may be 
-danger to the superstructure arising from the attachment of electric wires or any- 
thing like that, the details of the work will be done under the direction and to the 
satisfaction of Engineer Drury. 

There should be no remuneration to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company; and 
there will not be any. 

Mr. Bonn: I presume our rights, if a new subway is required at any time earlier 
than it otherwise would by reason of the operation of the street railway, will be 
reserved ? 

Commissioner McLean: You need not worry in this generation. 

The Cuter Commissioner: A heavy lorry run through a subway would do as much 
harm as a street railway; so we won’t get down to such refinements. 2 

Commissioner McLean concurring, order made granting application, in terms 
of judgment. 


EXEMPTION FROM FENCING, GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Iy THE MATTER of the application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company and 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company, under section 254, sub- 
section 4 of the Railway Act, for an order relieving such companies from 
erecting and maintaining gates in openings in right-of-way fences provided 
to give the public ingress to and egress from station reservations on their 
respective lines. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, November 15, 1912 :— 

It is not open to the Board to lay down any hard and fast or general rules as to 
the fencing of station grounds. Each station is to be considered having regard to 
the requirements, not only of the railway company and the station itself, but also 
those of the neighbourhood which, in some instances, might often require fencing 
although much objected to by the railway company. In all cases where the railway 
company desires to obtain exemption from the responsibility of fencing, application 
must be made in each case under the Act. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Order made dismissing application. 


CROSSING VICTORIA STREET, NORTH BATTLEFORD, BY THE C.N.R. 
The town of North Battleford applied, under section 237 of the Railway Act, for an 
Order directing the Canadian Northern Railway Company to provide and con- 
struct a suitable crossing at Victoria street. 


After hearing, the Board directed Canadian Northern Railway Company 
to file plans within thirty days showing a subway at Victoria street, and apportioning 
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the cost of the work, seventy per cent by the railway company and thirty per cent by 
the town. The railway company failed to file the plans within the time specified, 
and upon a further hearing the previous order was amended and the company directed 


to construct a subway at said Victoria street, at right angles to its tracks, and that 


pending the construction and completion of the subway the company, at its own 
expense, appoint and maintain watchmen at the crossing. The order further imposed 


a penalty for every day the company should be in default in carrying out the terms 


of the order. : 
Oral Judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 


hearing, November 19, 1912:— . 

The plan calling for a right-angle subway appears to be suitable for the purpose 
of eliminating all crossing danger at this point, and it seems to provide a full and 
sufficient highway for the purposes of the municipality. It accomplishes every- 
thing that is in contemplation under the sections of the Act and the objects of the 
Grade Crossing Fund. Under the circumstances, it is all the Board can reasonably 
require the railway company to contribute to. , 

The city’s objections to it from the highway standpoint are two: First, the 
extra distance to be covered; this, apparently, amounts to only 100 feet, and is 
negligible; secondly, that with the right-angle construction, street. cars cannot be 
operated. The Board’s engineer says that is a mistake; and, from my own personal 
knowledge of street railway operations, I entirely agree with him. These objections 
therefore fail. ; 

The municipality, however, desires a straight subway for another reason, 1. Og 
that it may have a straight street, which no doubt would be better from a municipal 
standpoint; and if the municipality is willing to pay the extra cost involved in 
straightening it, I see no reason why it should not have the subway straightened. 

The Board’s engineer will determine the cost of both the right-angle s-' ~~ end 9 
straightened subway, making careful estimates; and, if the city so desires, the subway 
will be built straight along Victoria street; the city to pay the extra cost occasioned 
by the change. 

The municipality will, as soon as possible, notify the Board as to which subway 
it desires constructed. 

In case a right-angle subway is constructed, the railway company sha'l. without 
charge, deed to the municipality for highway purposes, a strip of land sufficient for 
a street south of the track, parallel with Victoria street. : 


Concurred in by Mr. Commissioner McLean. 


Apriication of the municipal corporation of Delta, B.C., for an order reviewing 
rescinding, changing, altering’ or varying an order of the Board made on the 
application of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navigation 
Company, on August 5, 1907, relating to a portion of the River road in the 
municipality of Delta, and order of the Board No. 6817, dated March 3, 1909 
and for an order compelling the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and 
Navigation Company to make a safe and sufficient road in lieu of that portion 
see: River road taken by the said railway company for purposes of its 
railway. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of th 
hearing, November 28, 1912 :— ; 
The position in this case is one that we cannot very well interfere with. Probablj 
in the first instance, the order of the late Chief Commissioner went as far as’ 
Board could very well go in aiding the landowners of the municipality in gettix 
something done. 


~ 
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| To-day we are not much concerned about the right and payment, because the 
arbitration was merely as to land damages, and so on; but the genesis of it all, the 
document which placed the liability on the railway company, is the old order. That 
order directed the company to build a road to the satisfaction of the municipality. 
‘Tt may be a road that would not have satisfied sore other engineers; but, that is not 
what the responsibility of the railway company was. Its responsibility was, as I have 
said, to build a road which would be acceptable and certified to by Mr. Cambie. 

| The municipality had from the 27th October, 1909, as the period of maintenance. 
‘That period of maintenance is absolutely confined to three years. Jf that road was 
ot properly built—and I am assuming, for the purposes of this discussion, that it 
‘was not properly built—the municipality had, as I say, three years within which to 
‘Make an application to the Board under circumstances that would have clothed the 
‘Board with authority to deal with the matter without attempting to extend the period 
‘of the company’s responsibility. No such application was made. It is true that it 
came very shortly afterwards; but it came too. late—after the time when the 
ability of the company had ceased. Under these circumstances, we are unable to 
interfere. 


Mr. Commissioner McLean concurring, order, refusing application, issued, 


MISSION DISTRICT BOARD OF TRADE AND CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY—HORNE AVENUE CROSSING, 


Comptatnst of the Mission District Board of Trade alleging that the level crossing 
over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway at Mission City, B.C., known 
as Horne Avenue crossing, is inadequate, and also is blocked by cars for thirty 
minutes and upwards at a time. 


Oral judgment, delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton, at the close of the 
hearing, November 28, 1912 :— 

This is the position: The Board cannot open up highways. The municipality is 
the body that has the right of opening up highways, as and where it pleases, subject 
to the directions of the Board when railway property is interfered with. That being 
the case, all we can do to-day is to say that, if the municipality provides a suitable 
structure by means of a bridge for carrying a new highway across the tracks, an 
order for that will go. We do not care what street it is on. That is a matter you 
will have to fight out before the proper tribunal. 

Mr. Cowan: In this particular case, an order could not possibly go, because the 
reeve of the municipality is speaking of a street which is not within his municipality. 

THe Cuter ComMMissioner: That is a difficulty we cannot deal with. 

_ Mr. Witson: Your order simply gives leave to do a certain thing. 

| Tue Cuter Commissioner: That is all. If you have not the right to do it, you 
have not the right. 

_ Mr. Vercueres: The petition shows that the present crossing is not adequate. 
The petitioners appeal for an overhead crossing, as well as keeping Horne avenue 
Open, and that is outside the municipality; it is an unorganized Government district, 
so far as we can see; there is a road over the Canadian Pacific tracks, on which road 
we want the Railway Commission to grant us an overhead bridge. 

Tue Curr Comuissioner: You do not know where it is. As I pointed out to 
you, we cannot do that. The municipality by by-law, makes its highways. 

Mr. Vercueres: We are outside the municipality; it is under the Government. 

Tue Cuter Commissioner: Then, it is for the Government to say. We cannot 
Jo anything more than that. That is all we can say. Just as soon as the munici- 
gality passes a by-law for the building of a bridge at any particular spot, then we see 
that it is a proper and suitable structure; and, if in the opinion of our engineer, it is, 
che plan is approved. 
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In this case, the Government being interested, may possibly contribute towards — 
the cost of the bridge. If not, the whole cost will be upon the municipality, because — 
the proposed road will be a new highway. 


REFUSAL OF GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY TO STOP TRAINS AT CRESCENT, B.C. ' 


Messrs. John A. Lee and F. J. Hart & Company, Limited, of New Westminster, British 
Columbia, complained to the Board of the refusal of the Great Northern Rail- 
way Company to stop its trains leaving Vancouver at 4 p.m., at Crescent, 
British Columbia. 


A further complaint was lodged by F. J. Hart & Company that the company did not 
put in the proper train service as undertaken. 


Hearing Vancouver, November 28, 1912. 

Oral Judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing :— 

What we will do is this: On the first of January, or the day after—if that be New 
Year’s—Mr. MacNeill will send you, Mr. Mayor, and us the copies of his time-table. 
You will then please make and send to us such representations as you think proper; 
and, if there is any real issue, we will submit it to the operating officer of the Board. 
He deals with all such questions; and we will see what can be done for you. 

Mr. Ler: Even if the regular train was put on, we should never know when it 
was coming. 

Mr. MacNeww: If these people would spend some of their surplus energy in getting 
Customs officers put on, the trains would get through sooner. . 

Mr. McQuarrie: That is not the cause of the delay. 

Mr. SrinpmMan: There are three points involved. The two that have been spoken 
of are White Rock and Crescent. Lying between these there is property owned by the — 
Methodist Church. Three years ago they promised it a flag station privilege; but we — 
have had a great deal of difficulty regarding it. To-day we have people living there 
who have business in the city. For instance, the manager of the Royal Bank, and 
people of that type, who want to get back and forth, and who want a flag station 
privilege. If it is not granted they must leave. A doctor was living there and would 
have remained because of his wife’s health; but, there being no flagging privilege, — 
he had to leave, and he decided to go to California. We have been asking the railway 
company to give us a flag station privilege on one train. 7 

The Cur Commissioner: Try to include that in your schedule. 

Mr. MacNemu: These townsites spring up like mushrooms. 

Mr. SrinuMan: We have a statement from Lewis J. Hill regarding the suggestion, 
written a year and a half ago. They have been promising all this time to give us a 
service. 

The Cumr Commissioner: Will you also send a copy to this gentleman ? 

Mr. MacNemw: I will send one to his address; yes, sir. 

As a result the company was directed by order dated February 18, 1913, to put 
into effect a summer time-table to go into operation not later than June 15, and to 
continue until October 15, in each and every year until further order of the Board. 


HASTINGS STREET CROSSING, WESTMINSTER JUNCTION, B.C. 


Appuication of the corporation of the district of Coquitlam, B.C., under section 237, 
for an order directing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company to construct a 
suitable crossing connecting Hastings street with the Dewdney Trunk road at | 
Westminster Junction, B.C. 


Oral Judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
hearing, November 28 and 29, 1912:— 
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We may say that the issue in this case is entirely a phantom; and we have good 
authority for that statement—the authority of Mr. Lanigan—who at one time pointed 
out that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had not time to make paper rates 
for phantom business. 

The issue raised by the different real estate interests is frankly admitted to refer 
_to problematical future interests. It points to future developments which may take 
place. I dare say that development will take place; but it has not yet taken place. 
There is as yet no public necessity or interest which justifies the removal of this 
station from the present site, where it has been serving a certain number of people 
_—comparatively small, it is true, but still serving them—for a number of years. It 
may be that, in the future, it will be necessary to consider the question. 

There is no difference between the two sections, as sections, to warrant a removal 
of the station, so the real issue is as to whether or not the travelling public are or are 
not inconvenienced, and will not be inconvenienced when the double track of the 
Canadian Pacific is in operation at this point, by delays consequent on the shipment 
and transhipment of fish and other express commodities. 

If there is a delay of thirty-five minutes in the through movement and that delay 
can be materially reduced, the public interest manifestly demands that the Board 
should sanction such a remedy as will secure the reduction. 

I do not know, and we are not able to say to-day, whether that saving of time. can 
or cannot be made. The evidence is conflicting, even from the standpoint of the 
railway company. There is no doubt in my mind that some saving of time can be 
_ effected; but we are not at present in a position to find out what the saving will be, 
or what is the best layout to bring it about. So what we will do is this: We shall have 


an inspection made from that standpoint—an inspection which will deal with the 
‘matter of actual delays and the necessity for such delays at the present junction— 
and that inspection will deal also with the proposed rearrangement, keeping in view 
the public convenience in the saving of time. 
| There is another matter which will have to be seriously considered in the investi- 
gation which we will make, that is, the necessity for the highway which it is proposed 
to open through the old station ground of the Canadian Pacific railway. That will 
receive due consideration. 

In the meantime, no order will be made as to the change in the site of the station. 
That station will continue to do business as heretofore, and the matter of a new 
‘station will have to stand until we can make the necessary investigations. 


TORONTO VIADUCT.—CLEARANCE FOR C.P.R. TRACKS UNDER QUEEN STREET BRIDGE. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, December 13, 1912 :— 
| The Canadian Pacific Railway Company has for some time been protesting against 
the plan of the viaduct showing the approach to that company’s tracks from the north- 
east to the elevated tracks on the Esplanade, where that company’s tracks are to join 
the tracks of the Grand Trunk railway. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company say 
‘that the grade of five-tenths of 1 per cent, uncompensated, will prejudice its use of 
‘the viaduct. This grade is made necessary if the statutory clearance of 22 feet, 6 
Inches headroom is to be maintained over the C.P.R. tracks under the Queen street 
bridge. 
I took the matter up on the ground with representatives of the C.P.R., C.N.R., 
and the city of Toronto, on November 18, and with the assistance of our chief engineer 
Save the matter careful consideration. 
The railway company have a much steeper grade running the other way on its 
line just north of the Queen Street bridge, but the grade it complains of would affect 
/west-bound trains, whereas the other is against east-bound trains. 
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There are two objections to granting the company’s application for a reduction 
of this five-tenths of 1 per cent grade. One is, the lessening df the headroom under 
Queen street, and the other is the practical annihilation of Esplanade avenue which 
is the only entrance in that section of the portion of the city of Toronto lying between 
the C.P.R. tracks and the Don river, north of Front street. As the railway company’s 
through freight will pass via North Toronto, it will not come down over the line in 
question. No freight trains of the C.P.R. would pass under Qiueen street, except 
those carrying local freight for or from the southern part of Toronto, and provision 
could be made for the keeping of men off the ‘top of the cars while they were passing 
under the Queen Street bridge. 

Under these circumstances, I would be prepared to suggest that the Board 
exercise its powers under the Railway Act and permit a less headroom than 22 feet, 
6 inches, under the bridge; but. the other objection, that of blocking up Esplanade 
avenue is far more serious, and one ‘that to my mind outweighs the slight advantages 
which the improvement in the grades would mean to the railway company. It may 
be that after the viaduct is constructed and there is further development of the terri- 
tory adjoining the river Don south of Queen street, other avenues of access would be 
established which would permit of the closing up of Esplanade avenue; but, at present, 
no reasonable one has been suggested. 

I therefore think that the railway companies should be informed that the Board 
eannot accede to this request for a reduction in the five-tenths of 1 per cent grade 


eomplained of. 
Commissioner Mills concurred. 


TORONTO VIADUCT. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner :— 
One of the details of the viaduct scheme left undetermined was the portion of the 
C.P.R. track crossing Front street and Overend street past the property of the Wm. 
Davies Company, Limited. On November 13 I visited the locus in quo and went over 
the situation on the ground with representatives of the Davies Company, the city of 
Toronto, the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and the Canadian Northern Rail- 
way Company. An engineer of the Board accompanied me. After giving the matter 
eareful consideration, I have come to the conclusion that the scheme for grade separa- 
tion over Overend street and Front street, as shown on a plan prepared by the O.P.R. 
and dated September 5, 1912, on this file, should be adopted by the Board as the one 
which will best carry out the scheme of the viaduct and do as little damage as possible 
to the Wm. Davies Company. In addition to approving of this plan, we should see 
that a suitable means of approaching the Davies property with fire trucks and big 
loads is established. The clearance under the viaduct over Overend street is only 10 
fect, and it is said that fire-fighting apparatus might not pass under the viaduct at 
this point. Mill street, which is a couple of streets south of Front street could be 
utilized as a satisfactory approach to the Davies property, if the road itself were made 
passable. I think the city should have Mill street paved from Cherry street to Ove 
end street. This is only two blocks; and if the street was put into good shape for that 
distance, a satisfactory entrance via Cherry street and Mill street would be estab: 
lished. I do not say how the. city should bring this about. It should be left free to 
take such steps as it thinks best to bring about the paving, but it should not be part 
of the viaduct expense. ‘ 
An order should go approving of the plan and ordering the city to pave the stre¢ 
as described above. 
Commissioner Mills concurred. 
Orrawa, December 13,1912. 
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CANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY BRIDGE OVER ASSINIBOINE RIVER. 


Application of the municipality of Assiniboia with reference to some difficulty whieh 
has arisen over the repair and upkeep of a combined railway and traffic bridge 
of the Canadian Northern Railway, over the Assiniboine river, immediately 
west of the city. 


i Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 
_ hearing, December 16, 1912 :-— 

This is a matter in which the Board, with the material before it, cannot do any- 
. thing. : 

The municipalities are, in the first instance, responsible for the care of their 
highways. They are responsible not only for their maintenance, but they are alse 
responsible in damages for anyone injured by reason of their non-repair. In this 
particular case, I am not going to say that this highway is in the position of an 
original highway. I am not going to say anything which might prejudice the muniei- 
pality in any action or proceeding which it might desire to take. 

As a matter of fact, there is that technical point, which can be taken and is open 
_ to the municipality to take, that this bridge ends on Canadian Northern Railway pre- 
_ perty, on both sides of the river; but I am afraid that point is not of much import- 
ance to it, because the approach, which forms part of the structure and is necessary 
_ to the highway construction in both directions, runs over the municipal highway. 

The Board can, however, do nothing, because the matter, as shown by the evid- 
"ence, is entirely between the provincial authorities and the railway company. The 
provincial authorities assisted in the building of the structure for the purpose of get- 
ting the highway approach for the municipality. That assistance may or may not 
_ have covered maintenance. If it did, the fact will be made clear, I have no doubt, by 
the records of the local Government. 
The usual rule, apart from any such record, is that the railway is responsible for 
railway structures, and the municipality for structures handed over to it for muni- 
_ cipal and highway purposes. So the proper party to consult is the head of the Depart- 
ment that made with the railway company the agreement which resulted in the build- 
ing of the bridge. pain 
* Mr. Hunt: I may say, Mr. Chairman, that the municipality of Assiniboia has 
- already an application pending before the municipal commissioner of the province 
of Manitoba with reference to this bridge, and it seems that the bridge is not legally 
constructed. That is another question, you see. 
The Curer ComMMISSIONER: Well, it is with the local authority, whether the eom- 
~ missioner or the department; it is really in the hands of the local department, as 2 
structure built on a highway by agreement with the local Government. 


CROSSING OF RAILWAYS, YORKTON, SASK. 


AppiicATion of the Canadian Northern Saskatchewan Railway Company (Wroxtox 

westerly branch), under section 227 of the Railway Act, for authority to ¢on- 
; struct its lines and tracks across the lines and tracks of the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway (Canora branch), in the town of Yorkton, Sask. 


3 The Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Company objected to this application on 

‘the ground that it required the full use of this property for the purpose of extending 

its sidings, and to permit the Canadian Northern Saskatchewan Railway Company g 
rossing, as applied for, would render practically useless that portion of station 

a rounds north of the Canadian Northern line. 

_Oral judgment, delivered by Chief Commissioner Drayton at the close of the 


earing, December 16, 1912 :— 
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An order will go giving effect to the objection raised by the Grand Trunk in this : 


ease. It would, I think, be against the interests of both railway companies if this 
yard were crossed. It would obviously be against the interest of the Grand Trunk 
Pacific, in that its movements would be hampered; and manifestly against the interest 
of the Canadian Northern also, because, being the junior road, it would be involved 
in heavy expense for extra diamonds, with the construction and operation of an inter- 
locking plant. 

The crossing will, therefore, be made at the point marked on the plan by Mr. — 
Drury—the point north of the distant signal placed on the Grand Trunk Pacific . 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 


Order made refusing C.N.S. Ry. Co. application and authorizing the company to 


construct its tracks across the tracks of the G.T.P.B.L. Co. at a point north of the 
distant signal placed on the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific Branch Lines Co., and 
requiring the crossing to be protected by an interlocking plant. 


STEAM RAILWAY CROSSING ELECTRIC RAILWAY, LETHBRIDGE. 


Appuication of the city of Lethbridge for an order to have the temporary right of 
crossing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s tracks at Westminster street 
with the lines and tracks of the city electric system, under order No. 16640, 
dated May 28, 1912, made permanent. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, December 20, 1912:— 


It is contended, on behalf of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, that this | 


crossing is particularly dangerous and should not have been installed. The company 
is probably right. It is situated near the station yards and exposes those using the 
electric cars to a good deal of danger, undoubtedly. But this objection is not one 
which comes with very great force from the railway company. The danger now is 
no greater than when they consented to an order going for a crossing. It is true 
the railway company urges that its consent was only for temporary use; but under 


moneys spent, and doubtless new houses have been built or property acquired in that 
part of the city across the tracks by individuals relying on the street car service. 
No order will be made at present extending the time for the operation of the 


the 28th day of May of next year. In the meantime the city and railway engineers 
will consider (as they have promised me) a proper solution of the difficulties at the 
point in question. 

It should be understood by all parties that unless there is elimination of grade 
or a change in the street car location, a proper system of derails, set against the 
electric line, will have to be installed. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s engineers, in dealing with the ques- 
tion, should also bear in mind that, while the electric railway crossing was only for 
the year, the highway crossing itself is permanent, with a good deal of traffic over 
it, and is at a dangerous point, as shown by the claims of the railway company itself. 


Commissioner McLean concurred. 


{ 
Sr. Joun anp QueBec Rarnpway Company aNnp Canapian Paciric Rattway Company. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner, December 31, 1912 :— 
This is an application made by the St. John and Quebec Railway Company for 
an order allowing that company to connect its tracks with those of the Canadian Pacifid! 
Railway at two points indicated on a plan submitted for consideration, and permitting 


electric line across the tracks. The time allowed by the Board does not expire until 


| 
that consent permanent works have been constructed by the municipality, public 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 247 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


it and its lessees to operate their trains over the tracks of the Canadian Pacific rail- 
way between the points at which the connections are sought to be made, a distance of 
some 1-91 miles; to rearrange the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s switching 
spur track so as to place it south of the line of the applicant company, to construct 
and operate switches from the tracks of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company at 
the points shown on the plan, to remove the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
spur connection between Victoria Mills and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
main line, and arrange for a relocation of the spur so as to connect with the tracks 
of the applicant company, and authorizing the Canadian Pacific Railway to operate 
its switching engines between certain points, subject to the rules and orders of the 
applicant company. | 
“The Board, owing to the question of jurisdiction, does not deal specifically with 
the merits of the application under its various headings. In some instances, the appli- 
cant company is asking too much, particularly when it seeks to place itself in the 
position of a senior instead of a junior road, but, on the larger issue, that is, as to 
whether or not running rights should be obtained over the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company’s tracks by the St. John and Quebec Railway Compauy, either on the 
existing lines or on double tracks, the request is reasonable. ; 
An engineer of the Board took the matter up personally with the engineers of the 
different companies, and the applicant company is, as stated by its engineer, willing 
to double-track the Canadian Pacific Railway from Fredericton station to Victoria, 
and to give the Canadian Pacific Railway Company control of the operation of both 


tracks. This solution of the difficulty would not, in my view, be at all unfair to the 


Canadian Pacific Railway Company. It is in the public interest, and I think an 
appropriate order might be made were the applicant company subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Board. 

I have carefully considered the memorandum which has been submitted by the 
Honourable the Attorney General of the province of New Brunswick, in which he seeks 
to distinguish between this case and that dealt with by the late Chief Commissioner, 
the Honourable Mr. Justice Killam, in his judgment in the case of the Preston and 
Berlin Street Railway Company vs. the Grand Trunk Railway Company, 6 Canadian 
Railway Cases, page 142. 

As I read it, the Act of 1903, section 137, which allows one company to use the 
lines and appliances of another, subject to the approval of the Board, can be construed 
only as the learned Chief Commisioner construed it; the effect, of course, being that 
the benefits of the provisions of the section can be extended only to railways within 
the authority of this Board; that is, one authorized by the Dominion Parliament, or 
declared by that Parliament to be a work for the general advantage of Canada. 

By the Act of 1906, the old section 137 is revised; and the rights that one company 
may acquire over the tracks, ete., of another company are more clearly defined in sec- 
tion 176. The benefits of the section are not, however, extended to provincial railways. 

The Honourable the Attorney-General refers to statute 1-2 George V, 1911, chapter 
11, and statute 2 George V, 1912, chapter 49, as placing the railway under the juris- 
diction of the Board and enabling the Board to make the order asked for. I have 
carefully considered both Acts, and I am unable to admit the validity of the argument. 
The first Act merely authorizes the lease of the railway when completed, with its 
appurtenances, and its operations as part of the Government Railway System of 
Canada for a period of ninety-nine years. There is nothing in the Act either which 
directly or indirectly places the railway under the jurisdiction of the Board, or 
renders it subject to the provisions of the Dominion Railway Act. As a matter of 
fact, the railway is not being constructed under the provisions of that Act. Section 
2 merely enables the directors of any railway company within the legislative authority 


of the Dominion to enter into the contract; and, there being no such company, this 


+ 
¢ 


section does not in any way support the contention of the applicant company. 
The second Act referred to does not, in my view, place the railway under the 
jurisdiction of the Board. It is an Act providing for a subsidy to this railway; it 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


248 


does not provide in any way for its construction, or give the company the right to 
take advantage of the construction sections of the Railway Act. It does, however, 
provide that the rates and tolls charged by the company in respect of the structures 
subsidized, shall be approved by the Governor in Council. This, in my view, goes no 
further than the usual provisions to be found in Acts granting subsidies to local 
companies, which have never been, in the past, construed as divesting those companies 
of their character as provincial undertakings. The provision, indeed, does not go 
so far as subsection 8 of section 258 of the Railway Act, which provides that every 
railway subsidized by the Dominion shall provide and maintain stations, furnish 
facilities, etc., as designated and defined by the Board. The effect of this provision, 
however, is yet to be held as creating a general Dominion jurisdiction. 

The fact also adverted to by the applicant company, that this railway is to be 
operated as part of the Intercolonial does not aid the applicant company, because 
Government railways are expressly excluded from the application of the A-?. 

In my view, the object aimed at can perhaps be accomplished under the legislation 
of 1911, amending section 228 of the Act. Under this, with proper provincial legisla- 
tion, while it is not at all clear that the application as made would be within the 
jurisdiction of the different Boards, yet it is manifest that, a physical connection 
between the systems being made, regulations may be provided for the safe and proper 
transfer of engines and equipment, and for the reasonable forwarding and delivery 
of traffics, which will probably be sufficient for the purposes of the applicant company. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order made, refusing the application. 


COW OF P. CHERBO, KILLED ON LINE OF C.P.R. AT SIRDAR, B.C, 


CompLatnt of P.Cherbo, of Sirdar, B.C., relative to his receiving no settlement fo 
cow killed through lack of fences on the line of the O.P.R. in that vicinity. 


Mr. Commissioner Goodeve :— : 

T think an amending order to order No. 16136 should go ordering the fencing of 
this right of way from mileage 77 to Sirdar, as per Mr. Cherbo’s letter of December 
19, and that copies of Mr. Cherbo’s, Assistant Engineer Kerr’s, and Chief Engineer 
Mountain’s letters should be forwarded ‘to the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 2, 1913 :— 

The order relied on by the company is not a temporary order, but was in full effect 
at the time the complainant’s cow was killed. There was therefore no duty to fence on 
the part of the railway company, and consequently no liability upon the part of the 
company for the loss of the cow. 

In my view, no further orders of this kind should issue without a qualification 
that the effect of the order shall cease just as soon as any settlement takes place, and 
fencing becomes necessary. 

The complainant does not state when he took up his property, and I am assuming 
that this happened since the 15th of March, 1912, as this accident shows, to some 
extent, that the order never should have been made if the complainant and his stock © 
were already in the neighbourhood, The Board only has ‘the right to excuse fencing 
when fences are unnecessary. 

Mr. Kerr, the Board’s assistant engineer, reports that, in a case Where land 
liable to be taken up on either side of the railway, the engineers in charge of these 
divisions have verbally agreed, when fencing is necessary or when land is taken up, 
that they will have the right of way fenced. Such an understanding is not operative. 
In the present case I think that, apparently, the fencing of the railway company’ 
right of way from mileage 77 to Sirdar should be made; but no order can very well 
go until the Canadian Pacific Railway Company has been asked to show cause. 
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The secretary will forward copies of letters as indicated in Mr. Goodeve’s mem- 
-orandum. 

The Assistant Chief Commissioner and Commissioners Mills, McLean, and Good- 
eve concurred. 


Amending order accordingly. 


RAILWAY CROSSING. 


-Appiication, Abbotsford Timber and Trading Company, Limited, for permission to 
cross the tracks of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Nav- 
igation Company, in section 20, township 16, east of the coast meridian. — 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton. January 3, 1913:— 

This is an application made by the Abbotsford Timber Trading Company, Limited, 
for permission to cross the tracks of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway 
and Navigation Company with their logging track in the centre of section 20 town- 
ship 16, E.C.M. 

At the hearing, Mr. Reid, who appeared for the applicant company, stated that 
an arrangement had been made for-an order to go providing for a crossing either at 
level, with interlocking plant, or by an overhead crossing, at the applicant company’s 

choice, choice to be signified within thirty days. 

Mr. MacNeill, on behalf of the railway company, stated that the arrangement 
was subject to the approval of the Board, and if the Board thought the crossing should 
be an overhead one, the railway company would build it. Mr. Reid stated that his 
company would prefer an overhead crossing, if one would be feasible. 

An engineer of the Board has looked into the matter and finds that a short dis- 
ance from the proposed crossing, and in the direction of Abbotsford, an overhead 
crossing can’ be obtained, with easy approaches; and at the same time points out that 
the applicant company has bought a right of way costing about $800 and has alrady 
done grading at a cost of about three thousand dollars for a level crossing. 

In view of the work already done, and only for that reason, the engineer recom- 
mends that the applicant company be permitted to cross by means of a level crossing, 
with safety devices, or to change its location so that it can cross on a high level at 
a point about fifteen hundred feet nearer Abbotsford. 

The engineer’s report also points out that the applicant company is a large con- 
cern; that the cut this year will amount to eighteen million feet; and that they have_ 

now enough timber to keep running at this rate for twenty years. The proposed cross- 
ing is one which is, therefore, of a permanent nature, and must be so considered. 

The applicant company had no right to commence grading operations for a level 
crossing; their action was entirely at their own risk, and cannot, in anyway, control 
what should be done and the disposition of the matter in the interest of public safety. 

T am further of the view that it is not at all clear but that the overhead crossing 

even to-day, will, in the long run, prove very little, if at all, more expensive than the 
‘level crossing. A level crossing would have to be protected by a whole interlocker, in- 
stead of a half-interlocker which means the engagement of men night and day, with 
‘some risk, as is inevitable in all such cases, to the public. : 
; Under the circumstances, my view is that the application for a crossing at the 
location now asked should be refused, and the applicant company directed to submit 
a plan showing an overhead crossing of the Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway 
end Navigation Company at a point fifteen hundred feet nearer Abbotsford, as sug- 
"gested by the Board’s engineer, Mr. Kerr. 


- Gommissioner McLean concurred. 
a 
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SPUR OF GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY FOR DELTA SHINGLE COMPANY. 


AppLication of the Delta Shingle Company, Limited, for an order, under section 226 
of the Railway Act, requiring the Great Northern Railway Company to con 
struct a spur to serve the applicant company’s mill near Townsend station, B.C. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 4, 1913 :— 
The application has been opposed by the railway company on the ground thai 
the spur would be placed on a curve and is on the main line, and that there is already 
a siding where the applicant company now actually load into cars, a distance of 3,200 
feet from its industry. ; 
For some time past the applicant company has had convenient car accommodation 
on the passing track. The railway company subsequently desired to keep the passing 
track open, and refused to allow the former practice to continue. The applicant com- 
pany, at the hearing, was willing that a switch should be laid from a point on the 
straight track, so as to obviate any danger. The Board’s engineer has, since the 
hearing, inspected the location, and recommends that a spur should be constructed 
to be taken off the main line at station 314-59, the point of frog to be placed at station 
315.44, or 100 feet from the point of curve, the spur to be carried along parallel to 
the main line on a 29-foot centre; the nature of the spur to correspond with the change 
in the main line at station 320-44. 
The construction of the spur is not, in the view of our engineer, dangerous, and 
the curve, which was spoken of by the railway company, is extremely easy, being 
stated by the representative of the railway company to be 3.30. ; 
There does not appear to be any reason why the application should not be 
granted, and a spur constructed as described by the engineer. 
The engineer’s estimate of the cost of the spur amounts to $1,222.50, whic 
amount will be deposited by the applicant company in a chartered bank under the 
usual terms, and the appropriate order, under section 226, will be made. . 
Commissioner McLean concurred. 


MUNICIPALITY OF ENTWISTLE AND GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY. 


The municipality complained to the Board of the great inconvenience and serious) 
loss it was sustaining by reasons of conditions at Entwistle, and the failure of the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company to provide accommodation and facilities at that 
point, and asked the Board to modify its order relieving the company from stopping 
its trains at the King street crossing.: ; 

Judgment Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 6, 1913 :— 

An application was made by Mr. Reid, on behalf of the municipality of Entwistle, 
and heard at the Board’s recent sittings in Edmonton. 

Mr. Reid, while objecting generally to the orders that have been already made, 
was particularly anxious that the company should be compelled to discharge freight 
addressed to Entwistle at the King street siding. . 

It developed at the hearing that freight is now being loaded and unloaded for. 
Messrs. Hyslop and Goodridge, sawmill owners, near the King street crossing, at a 
point convenient to be used for such purposes by the merchants of the municipality 
generally. It also developed that trains were stopped to the west of the river at 
another siding. The railway company took the position that these sidings were 
private sidings, and that the companies interested in them would object to their use 
by the people of Entwistle generally. 7 

It seemed to me manifestly absurd for a station and freight facilities to be 
denied to the public generally on the ground of danger at King street, and to be 
extended to these companies; and my view was that the railway company should be 
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compelled to stop and spot cars, where required by the merchants of Entwistle, at the 
King street siding, which is not, so far as the records of the Board show, a private 
siding, but one constructed on the railway company’s property. Personally, I can see 
no more danger in handling the business of the merchants at this point than looking 
after the business of those the railway company is willing to take. 

After the hearing, the Board’s chief operating officer, Mr. Nixon, personally went 
to Entwistle, with a view of arranging, if possible, for the town’s freight generally 
to be looked after at the King Sitreet siding. He reports that this siding has been 
put in for the temporary accommodation of the Hyslop mill; and that, after the line 

has been constructed through, and fast trains are being moved, the former general 
manager of the company, Mr. Chamberlain, advised him that the siding would have 
to be removed. Mr. Nixon reports that the locating of the siding is one which is, in 
his view, unsafe from an operating standpoint. Under these circumstances, I cannot 
make the order I intended. 

Some of the difficulties which the people of Entwistle now labour under will be 
removed by the establishment of a regular agent at their station. The officials of the 
railway company have ‘agreed ‘to place a regular agent there at once. 

No order can be made on the present application. The railway company must 
understand that the road which they have constructed under the direction of the late 
Chief Commissioner was to be properly constructed for permanent use. It may be 
that, during the period the company had the road closed trains were still being stopped 
at King street. 

In view of the allegations made at the hearing as ‘to the road being closed and 
unfit for traffic, a further inspection will have to be made by an engineer of the Board 
after the frost is out of the ground next spring. 

Commissioner McLean concurred. 


LOCATION OF CG. N. R. TOWNSHIPS OF NORTH AND SOUTH ORILLIA. 


Appiication Canadian Northern Railway Company for approval of location from 
south limit of Concession road, between concessions 5 and 6, township of South Orillia, 
to mileage 22-04, township of North Orillia. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 17, 1913:— 

This is an application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for approval 
of location from the south limit of Concession road, between concessions 5 and 6, 
township of South Orillia, to mileage 22-04, in the township of North Orillia. 

At the adjourned hearing in Toronto, objections were taken by different pro- 
perty owners, on behalf of themselves and of the municipality, to the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company’s location. The position taken by the gentleman appearing in 
opposition 'to the plan was, shortly, that such a location should be approved as would 
interfere as little as-possible with lake shore property and with the municipal high- 
way. The plan as submitted showed the railway carried across lots three, four and 
five, in the Sixth concession, owned by Mr. Millichamp, Mr. Hughes and Mr. Lehmann, 
upon a straight line from the Fifth and Sixth Concession line to the Sixth and Seventh 
Concession line, the result being a considerable deviation from the Canadian Pacific 
right of way at this point, and with, as it seems to me, unnecessary damage to the 
property of the landowners. The railway company was directed to put in a new plan 
--earrying this line immediately alongside of the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway, 
in the manner in which the landowners at this point desired. From the line between 
‘the Sixth and Seventh concessions the line of the Canadian Pacific Railway deviates 
entirely from the territory to be served by the Canadian Northern railway, the Can- 
adian Pacific railway running in a westerly direction to Port MeNicoll. The Can- 
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the other hand, being Washago, which lies to the 
-locate the Canadian Northern from this point 
ted, however, on behalf of the municipality 
that the Canadian Northern railway’s right of way should parallel that of the Can 
adian Pacific, as far, at least, as the crossing of the Muskoka road, which is crossed 
underneath by the Canadian Pacific railway. The Board’s engineers have carefully 
considered whether or not this could be done, as, if possible, it would be a proper 
solution of the question. The Board’s engineers report that such treatment is imprac 
ticable. They state that it would result in not only lengthening the line, but increas- 
ing, unnecessarily, the elevation of the railway thirty-seven feet, with a resultant 
increase in grades from -2 to -75. Under these conditions the proposed location can 
not be changed. 

Objections are also taken, on behalf of the property owners north of the line 
between the Sixth and Seventh concessions on the ground ‘that their property will be 
damaged, and the location is too near the lake front, but, as the grades forbid the 
line being thrown to the west which, after all, would place it on somebody else’s pro 
perty and injure somebody else, the location, as made by the railway company upon 
the plan as revised, will have to stand. 

The property owners are protected, in any event, under the provisions of the 
Railway Act, so far as loss is concerned. 

Commissioners Mills and McLean concurred. 


adian Northern objective point, on 
north. It is therefore impossible to re 
in the manner requested. It was represen 


SIDING AGREEMENT BETWEEN C.P.R. CO. AND THE VANCOUVER ICE AND COLD STORAGE CO. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 


Judgement, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 22, 1913 :— 

In connection with the double tracking of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com 
pany’s main line from Vancouver to Hammond, an application has been made by 
the railway company to terminate a siding agreement made with the Vancouver Ice 
and Cold Storage Company, dated the 1st day of November, 1911. 
There is no issue made as to the necessity of a double track, nor is there any 
room for doubt that, in the interests of traffic, a double track is required. 
The storage company, however, strongly resist the application, on the ground 
that it is impossible for them to carry on their business without the spur, and im- 
possible for them to rearrange their premises so as to get the necessary railway 
accommodation without very great financial loss; and the storage company makes 
the proposal that their siding agreement should be allowed to stand, and the location 
of the new double track be placed on the other side of the company’s right-of-way. 
In addition to the agreement which the storage company relies on, that company 
submits that its buildings and layout were constructed on the faith of representa 
tions made by Mr. Busteed, an official of the railway, the company’s solicitors 
writing: 
“The granting of the siding right was opposed by Mr. Graham and one of 

the company’s engineers; but after a long discussion, Mr. Busteed, to whom 

the matter was referred by the railway company, gave the parties the assurance 

that the company would permit the siding to remain to the north of the pro 

perty above referred to and where the same now runs. On the strength of this 
assurance and decision of Mr. Busteed, the warehouse of the Vancouver Ice 

and Cold Storage Company has been erected, extending to the north limit of 

their lots.” 


The action referred to in the solicitors’ letter is supported by a joint declaratior 
made by Mr. Edward Mahon, Mr. J. J. Logan and Mr. H. E. Ridley, as follows :— 


re 
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“After a long full discussion, the said F. F. Busteed announced that the 
present siding would have to remain, and that the railway company would 
have to make a cut-in just east of Gore avenue to the southerly existing main 
line track, instead of carrying present siding track past the above-named pro- 
perty on a main line track.” 


Mr. MacDonald, counsel for the storage company, in his argument, referred to 
the understanding arrived at, and said that that understanding was crystallized by 
the siding agreement of the 1st of November, 1911, which is now sought to be 
eancelled., a | 

Tt is not seriously disputed by the company that the matter was so dealt with by 
Mr. Busteed, and the fact is that the storage company did go on and made its im- 
provements in such a manner as to conform to the continuance of the former 
switching right. 

This switching agreement occurs to me to be one which should never have been 

entered into. It is the usual agreement covering the use of private sidings; but 
instead of being a private siding, as a matter of fact the track in question so termed 
consists of a running or service track—at any rate, a track constructed on the com- 
pany’s right of way, subject to the proper and necessary requirements and exigencies 
of public traffic and not private purposes. 
- I do not know to what extent this practice has applied in the past; but it seems 
to me to be indefensible. If a railway company is allowed to give exclusive agreements 
for siding privileges on its right of way and subject its line to many private switching 
contracts, the intention of the undertaking could well be delayed, if not defeated, and 
very improper discrimination in facilities and service practised. I do not think, 
however, it would be right in a case like this to give the company the benefit of a 
finding of illegality as to the contract where they themselves are, probably, more to 
blame than anybody else. 

It is clear, however, that the right was not a perpetual right. If that had been the 
understanding, the agreement which crystallizes it—to use the words of Mr. 
MacDonald—would not contain the clause that either party should have the right to 
terminate the agreement, at any time, by leave of the Board, upon giving to the other 
party the notice the agreement requires. The object of such a clause—as I construe 
the agreement—is to prevent any selfish, vexatious, or unnecessary use of the powers 
‘of cancellation. The whole matter is left in the hands of the Board, and in view of 
the necessity of a double track in the interests of public traffic, I would have no hesita- 
tion in saying that such a condition was proper and sufficient to justify the cancella- 
tion. 

The business relationship between the storage company and the railway company 
is close, and I have much confidence in thinking that there will not be difficulty in the 
parties working out such a rearrangement as will—although at some inconvenience— 
enable the storage company to continue its shunting operations. 

_ The storage company, however, further relies upon the suggestion made by its 
‘engineer, and supported by his evidence, which is that the new track, instead of being 
placed on the city side of the right of way, should be placed on the side adjoining 
Burrard inlet; judgment has been delayed for some time so as to enable careful con- 
‘sideration to be given to the question as to whether this is feasible or not; and I may 
say that, in the first instance, I was‘ of the view that that would be the proper solution 
of the question. : 

After, however, a review of the location and full opportunity of considering the 
different engineering reports that have been made, T am of the opinion that the Board 
would not be justified in changing the proposed location. Damages will result to 
property owners no matter on which side the new track is laid. For example, the 
Yanada Fish Company objects just as strenuously to the location proposed by the 
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storage company as do the storage company to that proposed by the railway company. 
It may be that the damages will be less if the track is placed on the Burrard inlet side, 
but that is doubtful, and impossible of determination without the Board going into 
practically valuation or arbitration proceedings. The necessity for the new track is 
clear. If the railway company was not willing to undertake the work of double track- 
ing, the business of Vancouver would warrant an order for it as a necessary extension 
of facilities. I do not think the Board should interfere with the railway company in 
such a ease, more particularly as I think the commerce of Vancouver, in the long run, 
probably will be better served by placing the track on the city side. 

The disposition I have made of the siding agreement does not cover the question of 
terms and measure of damages which shall be paid to the storage company—the Board — 
should not have to consider this at all under the circumstances of this case, in view of 
the business relations of the parties interested. There probably must be some give and 
take on both sides, and I am sure that the railway officials would be slow themselves — 
to place on the storage company the whole cost of the rearrangement of its warehouse. 

No order will go for one month in order to allow the parties to agree as to 
compensation. 

Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 


CANADIAN NORTHERN SERVICE, EDAM TO MERVIN, SASK. 


CompLatt of the Mervin Board of Trade, Mervin, Saskatchewan, re delay of the Cana- | 
dian Northern Railway Company to complete the line of railway from Edam 
to Mervin. 


Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 25, 1913 :— ‘ 
Complaint has been made by farmers and others in the vicinity of Mervin, Sask. — 
as to lake and railway facilities at that point. i 
Mervin is a point on the North Battleford branch of the Canadian Northern rail-_ 
way, some twelve miles north of Edam. The company’s route map has been submitted _ 
to the Minister of Railways, and has been approved by the Minister from North Battle- 
ford to Athabaska Landing, a distance in all of about two hundred and fifty miles. 
The railway company has submitted to the Board its location plans from North Battle- _ 
ford to a point called Emmaville, a distance from Edam of about twenty-two miles. ; 
As a matter of fact, railway construction has been carried only as far as Edam. Com- 
plaints state that settlers have gone into the country generally along the line of the 
proposed route, and that there are farms now under cultivation forty or fifty miles — 
distant from Edam. They further state that at Mervin, the townsite of the Canadian 
Northern Railway system has been laid out and land sold on the strength of the state- 
ment that the steel would be carried to it. Mr. MacLeod, the general manager of the 
railway company, stated that it was the intention of the company to lay steel to Mervin 
and that the work would have been done had it not been for the fact that the company ; 
was undertaking so much work that some of it had to be left over. There does not 
seem to be any doubt but that land, to some extent, was sold as the complainants stated, 
and the map issued by Messrs. Davidson and McRae, general agents of the railway 
company’s lands, shows as a line in operation this branch, not only to Mervin but to 
a distance of some ten miles north of it, probably intending to show the construction 
to the point where the Board has approved of the company’s plans. | 
There is no question at all but that the line is most urgently needed; that many of | 
the farmers, who appeared before the Board at Edam, would probably be better off if — 
they had broken no land and attempted to market no wheat under the adverse condi- — 
tions which they are now suffering from. But the Board can do nothing. The building | 
of these lines is a matter fixed only by the special Act and by agreements made with the | 
| 


* 
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lifferent Governments interested. The Board can do nothing except facilitate the 
york when asked, and has done everything, in this particular instance, that it can do 
intil the lines are constructed and an application made to open them for traffic. The 
nly reason no action is taken here is entirely owing to lack of jurisdiction. So far 
's the necessities of the district are concerned, and the position that settlers find them- 
elves in, there is no doubt that the railway should be built, and built at once. So 
ar as the sales of land are concerned, again the Board is without the slightest jurisdic- 
ion. As matters stand at present, townsites can be opened by anybody anywhere and 
ands sold on prophesies of the future, so far as railway development, station location, 
ind other facilities are concerned—or anything else. 

In this particular instance, I unreservedly accept Mr. McLeod’s explanation as 
o the facts, and am quite sure that there was no intention of reaping the benefit of a 
ubdivision at Mervin on the assumption of a railway development which was not to 
ake place. In other words, this construction was in contemplation and the work was 
xxpected to be done; but, as stated by Mr. MacLeod, owing to weather conditions and 
hortage of labour, the railway company did not accomplish as much track-laying as 
inticipated by its officials. 

The Provincial Government is interested in the matter and the line is one that 
t is assisting. The Board has taken the matter up with that Government, and notes 
if the evidence have been supplied to it. In addition to all this, Mr. McLeod has 
tated that the line will be built this season. The settlers at Mervin and other parts 0 
his district will have to content themselves with Mr. MacLeod’s statement. Th» 
30ard can make no order, because it has no jurisdiction. 
| Commissioner MacLean concurred. 
. 
SANADIAN NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY’S CROSSING HIGHWAY, CONCESSIONS 12 AND 18, 

TOWNSHIP OF CHISHOLM, ONTARIO. 


APPLICATION of the Canadian Northern Railway Company for an order, under section 
237 of the Railway Act, granting to the company authority to construct its 
line of railway across the public road between concessions 12 and 13, township 
Chisholm, District of Nipissing, Station 114.47, Mile 210.87. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 27, 1913 :— 

It seems to me that at present the best thing to be done is to see what the con- 
litions will be on giving Mr. Belanger’s layout a fair trial. The position the town- 
ship takes as to the growing up of bushes along the proposed clearance in order to 
xeep a proper line of sight is well taken and will be answered by a direction in the 
order to compel the company to keep these bushes cut. 
| The diversions suggested by the township do not seem to me to accomplish what 
s desired by the municipality. The dangerous part of this crossing results from the 
steep hill to the west. The improvement of the line of vision will enable those travel- 
‘ing east to see the trains on either side a quarter of a mile from the crossing, and at 
4 point where the person travelling the highway is two hundred feet west of the 
rossing. 

The profile shows that the grade is not nearly so steep two hundred feet back as 
tis between one hundred and two hundred feet, the grade at the two hundred point 
»eing such that there should be no difficulty in stopping a loaded vehicle which had 
pproached that point under control. ; 

The fifty-foot hill, which must be made immediately to the west of the crossing, 
vill be of assistance and will render it much more easy for those using the highway 
30 bring their vehicles to a stop. 


256 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V, A. 1914 


The proposed township deviations were, as I understand it, to enable a vehicle 
not under control to turn to either side. The angle at which they run into the con- 
cession road is too sharp to enable this to be very well done. 

Tf found necessary, it would be better to make a turnout road giving a right 
angle turn from the concession road and running either north or south to a dead 
end. My idea is that this should be a flat road running on the same level as the rail- 
way, parallel to it, into which a vehicle not under control, could be turned. The pro- 
posed deviations, I think would overturn a vehicle not under control, and would not 
add much to the safety of the crossing. 

Under all these circumstances, I think the plan which Mr. Belanger recommends 
should be adopted. 

Commissioner Mills concurred. 


CANADIAN NORTHERN ONTARIO SUBWAY ACROSS PUBLIC ROAD BETWEEN CONCESSIONS B AND 
2, TOWNSHIP OF WESTMEATH, COUNTY OF RENFREW. 


Tue Canapian Nortuern Ontario Ramway Company applied, under section 237 of 
the Railway Act, for authority to construct its railway across the public road 
between concessions B and 2, in the township of Westmeath, county of Ren- 
frew, and province of Ontario. The question was whether the company should 
be allowed to cross at grade level or should it be required to construct a subway 
carrying the highway under the railway. 


Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, January 28, 1913:— 

In this matter I am of the opinion, notwithstanding the views of the engineers 
that the railway line should not be permitted to cross the highway on the level, but 
that the company should be ordered to construct a subway to carry the highway 
under the railway. . 

At this point the railway line is shown on the plans to be nine or ten feet over 
the present grade of the highway. If a level crossing is granted, it would mean this _ 
high embankment being constructed across the highway to the inconvenience and 
detriment of those using the highway for all time to come. It is an important high 
way in a well-settled agricultural district. It is contended by the municipality, and 
I think with a good deal of force, that if a level crossing was approved of, those 
using the highway could not team as heavy loads along the highway as they can 
to-day, due to the grade that would have to be climbed to get over the crossing. 
addition to this, snow would be likely to blow off the crossing in winter time which 
might result in an accident, causing loss not merely to someone using the highway, 
but perhaps to occupants of a train on the railway. : . 

It is pointed out by the engineers that the drainage of a subway at this point 
would be both difficult and costly. This is unfortunate, and it was suggested to the 
railway company that it might change the location of its line in order to cross the” 
highway at some more convenient point; but the railway company has not suggested 
a revision in its location, although it has had ample time to do so. 

I therefore think that an order should go for separation of grades at this point; 
the subway to have 14-foot headroom, and be 20 feet wide on the line of the travelle¢ 
portion of the highway. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order in accordance with the terms of the judgment issued. 


LOCATION OF C.L.0. AND W. RAILWAY, TOWNSHIP OF CRAMAHE. 


CompLaint of James Cowie, township of Cramahe, relative to location of C.L.O. ane 
W. railway through his farm on lot 35, concession 1, township of Cramahe. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
the hearing February 5, 1913 :— 
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Our engineer has been to see the property and points out that either a subway 
should be ordered or the property should be bought. The owner does not want his 
property south of the track bought. It is pointed out that the barn is on one side of 
the railway and the house on the other, and that the barn itself is too close to the track. 
Our engineer, having seen it, says that it would be dangerous there; so that we refuse 
the application for a subway, but we will order the railway to move the house and 
the barn both, the house to the north side, and the barn further north from the track 
to whatever point our engineer, Mr. Simmons, will indicate. He will go on the pro- 
perty, meet the parties, and he will decide where the house and barn are to bé moved 
to by the railway company. It is to be done before any arbitration proceedings are 
taken. 

Mr. MacMurony: I would ask that the expense be taken into consideration. 

THE ASSISTANT CHIEF CoMMISSIONER: You can give evidence of all that before 
the arbitrators. 

Mr. MacMurcuy: And that we have the liberty to deduct, the amount from the 

compensation, because it is compensation. The expenditure is simply so much money 
in reduction of damages. The damages are what the company, by the statute, has to 
pay. We are quite willing to spend the money in any manner the Board may see fit, 
out we do not want to pay compensation in addition to that, without the expenditure 
being taken into consideration. 
Tue Assistant CHler Commissioner: The arbitrators, of course, will take into 
consideration what you have done, the position of affairs before the barn and house 
Were moved, and the position afterwards. It will be for them to decide what they shall 
Jo about it. 

Mr. MacMurcuy: Then liberty should be given to us to serve a fresh notice. 
| The Assistant Onter Commissioner: Yes, the circumstances will be changed ; 
that is right. 
| Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Order made refusing application for a subway, and directing the railway com- 
»any to move the house and*barn, in accordance with the judgment. 


| LOCATION OF C. L. O. AND W. RAILWAY, TOWNSHIP OF CLARKE, ONT. 


Apprication of the C.L.O. and W. Railway Company, under section 237 for authority 
to construct its line of railway at mileage 137.13 (from Glen Tay), across the 
road allowance between lots 10 and 11, Broken Front concession, township of 


Clarke, Ont. 


Oral Judgment, delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close 
f£ the hearing, February 5, 1913 :— 

| I do not think we could order a subway at this place. You see there are so 
nany much more important highways all over the country where we have to order sub- 
vays. Our engineer went out and looked at it. He was there on the 6th November, 
nd he says, as will be seen by the plan, there is a fill of about four feet at the cross- 
ng. The view of trains from the east would be excellent, while the view of trains from 
he west will be fairly good. The banks of a cut of nine feet high situated back 
‘bout a thousand feet west of the crossing will obstruct the view somewhat. Can 
ou cut that bank down, Mr. Ramsay? 

| My. Ramsay: I do not know ; I have not seen it. Perhaps Mr. Simmons can 
ell us that. 

| Mr. Srmmons: It could be, but I do not think it is necessary. 

Tue Assistant CHIEF CoMMIssioNeR: A thousand feet is a long way. Well, on 
hbo facts we will let the order go as asked. 

_ Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

| Order accordingly. 

| i 20c—17 
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LAKE ONTARIO, AND WESTERN RAILWAY CROSSING ROAD ALLOWANCE 


CAMPBELLFORD, 
9 AND 13, CONCESSION 1, TOWNSHIP OF MURRAY. 


BETWEEN LOTS 1 


Appuication of the C.L.O. and W. Railway Company, under section 237 for authorit; 
to construct across road allowance between lots 12 and 13, concession 1, town 


ship of Murray, Ontario, at mileage 90.75 (from Glen Tay). 


Oral Judgment, delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the clos 


of the hearing, February 5, 1913 :— 

As far as this is concerned, we will approve a level crossing. We do not fe 
justified in ordering a subway. There is not sufficient travel on the highway, an 
there does not appear to be a dangerous crossing. Our engineer went to see it. The 
view is good. Under all these circumstances, we approve of a level crossing. If a 
some future time there is more travel on the highway, and the circumstances change, 
you gentlemen can always come back and ask for a subway. | 

As far as this drainage business is concerned, we will see that the railways 

= 


attend to it. 
Commissioner Goodeve concurred. $ 


Order, granting application, issued. 
> > 


YONGE STREET SUBWAY, TORONTO. 


—x 


py 
Apprication of the corporation of the city of Toronto, Ontario, under section 29, for 
an order rescinding or varying order of the Board No. 16842, dated June 28, 
1912, in so far as the said order provides that the subway at Yonge street shall 

' 


be constructed with a fourteen-foot headway. 
a 


The facts are set forth in the judgment. 
Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 


the hearing, February 6, 1918. 

The Board has since its inception been dealing with the question of grade separa- 
tion on highway crossings, and the Railway Committee of the Privy Council for years 
before dealt with the same question, and the policy that has grown up and has been in 
force for years has been to have a headroom of fourteen’ feet in the subway. It is 
vecognized that 14 feet is sufficient for trolley cars to pass underneath. The Board has 
invariably ordered a fourteen-foot headroom, except in some cases where for special 
reasons, it has permitted headroom of less than fourteen feet. There are several 
eases of such a nature where the headroom has been less than fourteen feet, but I do 
not know of any case where it has been more than 14 feet. 

We decided some time ago on a separation of grades at Yonge street where the 
Canadian Pacific Railway’s north line crosses the street, and it was decided that the 
headroom should be 14 feet, and that the grade of the approach should be the standard 
approach recognized by the Board, that is, 5 per cent. Of course, on the north side 
the approach is affected by the hill; but on the south side we decided that the approack 
was to be the usual approach, that is, a five per cent grade approach. 

The width of the subways is usually governed by the importance of the highway 
In this case, we recognize that Yonge street is, as Mr. Geary says, probably the mos 
important highway in the province. Therefore, we said the subway must be the 
width of the street, 66 feet. : . 

After these decisions were arrived at the city made an application to have the fiv 
per cent aproach on the south on Yonge street cut down, or flattened out, so that th 
hump would be cut off and the approach would be on the level. The Board decided t. 
change the plans in accordance with the city’s wish, on the condition that the extr 
e-.t of the difference between a five per cent approach and a level approach should b 
borne. by the city. The city was given an opportunity to consider that, and it fin 
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decided to excercise the option we gave it, and have the approach flattened out on the 
south. 

The city now applies to have, instead of a fourteen-foot headroom, an eighteen-foot 
headroom underneath the structure which is to carry the railway over the highway, 
and it is pointed out that a certain character of vehicles which would go on that 
street under the railway would require a greater height than fourteen feet. Bearing 
that in mind, and bearing in mind the importance of the highway as well, the Board 
feels aispoured-to grant the city’s request to have the extra four feet headroom provided 
for, but the Board feels that the cost of the extra work should be borne by the city. If 
the city wants something extra over and above what we give other cities, we think the 
eity should pay for the cost of the extra work. 

The city now, in the plan it puts in, abandons the idea of having the approach 
on the south flattened out. I think it is wise in doing that, because if it had an eight- 
‘teen-foot headroom and the approach flattened out, it would mean the cutting down of 
the street for a considerable distance south of the track, and do a good deal of damage 
to abutting property on Yonge street. But the city suggests that the grade should be 
a two and a half per cent grade. That is all right. If the city wants that grade we 
will approve of it, with this condition, that the city pay the extra cost over and above 
the cost of a five per cent approach into a fourteen-foot subway, whatever that would 
amount to. : 

Then, with regard to the widening of the street, which has come to us to-day for 
the first time, it was news to everybody except the gentlemen representing the dwel- 
Jers in the north. We made the subway originally the full width of the street. Now 
if the city seriously contemplates widening Yonge street after all this work has been 
decided on, we are not going to stand in their way so far as this subway is concerned; 
but we think that the city, while it is not in a position to-day to say what it wants to 
do, should say, within thirty days, what it wants to do with regard to the widening of 
this subway. If it wants the subway twenty feet -wider, making it 86 feet wider, I 
suppose, than any other subway in Canada, it can have it at its own expense. 

___ All the extra cost of widening over and above the width of 66 feet should be placed 
‘upon the city, and the city should say, within thirty days, whether they want that 
‘done or not. The city, of course, on passing the necessary by-laws and complying 
with them, has the right to widen the street; and therefore, if there was not any sub- 
‘way there, it would have the right to take the railway’s property to widen the street as 
‘the circumstances are to-day. 
We propose to hold up the work for thirty days to give the city an opportunity of 
saying definitely what it wants to do with regard to the widening. There is a certain 
amount of reciprocity about this holding up, because we know the city is anxious to 
have works done in other parts of the city which the railways have not done 3 and, 
therefore, it is not unfair that the railways should delay work at this point and give 
the city an opportunity to pass the necessary by-law if it desires to do so. 
The widening, we are told—if it is done at all—will be entirely on the west side, 
30 that will not interfere with the railway company’s work on the east side. That is 
determined now. They will build abutments suitable for an 18-foot headroom sub- 
way. 

Tr. LeonarD: I understand, then that the city has definitely decided to have 18- 
‘foot headroom, so we can go ahead and base our plans on that. 

The Assistant CHIEF COMMISSIONER: Yes. 

Mr. Geary: The application is for 18-foot headroom, the company to pay the 
gost. They may change their mind. They will have to pay that. That is all. 
Mr. Leonarp: Let me suggest that in their judgment they also definitely decide 
‘within thirty days. 

Mr. Geary: Ag to the whole thing. 
' Mr. Leonarp: So we will have the whole thing closed up within thirty days. 


20e—173 
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The ASSISTANT CHIEF COMMISSIONER : We will go back to the original order within 
thirty days. 

Mr. Geary: There is one other point, Your Honour, in regard to this. There 
was a term in the order allowing the cutting out of the hump and levelling the 
approach, under which the railways pay the extra cost of construction of, I forget the 
amount, but about $16,000 or $17,000. The land damages were to the city, and some 


$16,000 or $17,000 to the railway company. 
The Assistant CHIEF COMMISSIONER: I think there was some arrangement like 


that. 
Mr. MacMurcuy: The order is No. 17390 of the Bist of August. ‘The cost of 
flattening to be paid by the railway companies, the land damages and cost of carrying 
out the work.’ 
Mr. Geary: That is all I said, the cost of flattening to be paid by the company. 
Mr. Leonarp: That is all withdrawn now on this application. In fact, Mr. 
Chairman, if they accept the 18 feet there is only one possible way of doing it, and 
that is that we go ahead and put down our foundation to permit them at any future 
time to be named to make it 18 feet, and that we go ahead and make the approaches 
on the 5 per cent. Then, the apportionment of the damages under the original order — 
can be arrived at when the Board decides it. But you can readily understand—take — 
the very case I mentioned just now of the Dominion Bank, where under the original 
order the depression opposite them on the street is less than 18 inches, whereas it will © 
be over five feet under the city’s plan, and you can never settle how much of that is 
additional on account of the 18 feet. | 
Mr. Tempter: There is no way of dividing it. | 
Mr. Leonarp: So the only way is to go ahead and build the subway according to — 
the original order, but provide for the 18-foot headroom. That ought to be a matte 
of agreement between the parties. | 
Mr. Guary: We will let you know definitely in thirty days whether we will retain — 
the levelling order, or this new one. 
The city appealed to the Governor General in Council from the said judgment. 


Appeal still pending. 


TH CAMPBELLFORD, LAKE ONTARIO AND WESTERN RY. CO. VS. THE GRAND TRUNK RALLWAY. 


COMPANY OF CANADA. 
‘ 


In re an application of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western Railway Com- 
pany for authority to cross a wye (Y) on the south side of the tracks of the 
Grand Trunk Railway in the town of Cobourg, Ontario. 


Judgment, Commissioner Mills, February 20, 1912:— 

There is no doubt about the granting of the application for authority to cross 
the wye (Y) in question; the chief engineer of the Board will decide as to the nature 
and extent of the protection to be provided at the crossing; and, the question regard- 
ing seniority or priority in relation to each arm of the wye (Y) having been referred | 
to me, I have examined the correspondence, the files, and the evidence given at the 
different hearings, and beg to report as follows :— 

T find :— 

ist.—That on the 16th of June, 1910, the Grand Trunk Railway Company applied | 
to the Board for the approval of a plan of a proposed rearrangement of its tracks and | 
the location of a new passenger station at Cobourg, Ontario; that the said plan shows, 
in white, the eastern arm of the wye (Y), where it had been for many years; and, in 
red, a proposed western arm of the wye (Y), one of the changes in the proposed 
rearrangement of tracks; that on the 27th June, 1910, the said application was heard 


; 
: 
5 
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in Toronto; that, on the 15th July, 1910, order No. 11278 was issued, approving of 
“yvearrangement of the applicant company’s tracks at Cobourg, as shown on the said 
plan,” including the western arm of the wye (Y) in question; and that on the 28th 
June, 1911, order No. 14111 was issued, approving of the location and detail plans of 
the company’s proposed passenger station and restaurant at Cobourg, Ontario. 

(See file No. 14884; and evidence, vol. 109, page 9044.) 

2nd.—That on the 18th November, 1911, the said Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
_pany applied to the Board for authority to take certain lands belonging to W. J. 
Crosson and the estate of the late J. G. Field, the lands being necessary for the con- 
struction and operation of the western arm of the wye (Y)—the one approved of on 
the 15th July, 1910; that, on the 5th December, 1911, the application for the said 
lands was heard in Ottawa; that Mr. Crosson, whose car works are a short distance 
south of the Grand Trunk tracks, was present at the hearing; the following statements 
were made by the parties named therein :— 


“Mr. Crosson: The Canadian Pacific Railway at the present time is sur- 
veying both sides of the road. My shops are laid out east and west. The Grand 
Trunk came and asked me for the privilege of going through my property. I 
consented. Since then the survey of the Canadian Pacific is going through 
and cutting up my shops at three different places. I should like to see this 
postponed, until we know exactly where the Canadian Pacific is going to locate. 
T have a shop there and they are bound to go through somewhere. I do not 
want to put up another shop and have it cut through.” 

“Myr. Bracar: I do not see why we should not have this piece of property 
to carry out the plan the Board has suggested. This property is required for 
the purpose of carrying out the rearrangement of tracks the Board proposed 
some years ago.” 


and after some discussion it was agreed that the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
would take up the eastern arm of the wye (Y) in question, and give the land covered 
by it to Mr. Crosson in exchange for the amount of his land required for the western 
arm of the wye (Y); and Chief Commissioner Mabee closed the proceedings in the 
following words :— 


‘Hon. Mr. Masee: Then, Mr. Biggar, you will have to have a description 
of this land prepared showing the land—first that which will go in the Order 
belonging to the Field estate necessary for the purpose; secondly, the description 
of the land that Mr. Crosson has to convey to you between the Field pro- 
perty and your connection at the west end; and thirdly, the property that you 
are to convey to Mr. Crosson in exchange.’ 


(See file No. 18726; and evidence, vol. 1388, page 8854.) 

3rd—That Vice-President Kelly having objected to the removal of the eastern 
-arm of the wye (Y), the ie appears to have made other arrangements with the 
two landowners; and Mr. W. H. Biggar, general counsel for the Grand Trunk Railway 
~Company, wrote the Board on ne 25th June, 1912, saying :— 


‘We have arranged with Mr. Crosson and the Field estate for the lands 
required to be taken from them for the purpose of the above connection, and 
it will therefore not be necessary to obtain an order authorizing us to take ‘their 
lands, but we would be glad to receive, as soon as possible, the order approving 
the new location of the connection. This, I presume, we would require under 
section 167 of the Railway Act.’ 


and that, on the 26th June, 1912—after the receipt of the above letter—order No. 
16397 was issued as follows :— 


i 
[ 
| 
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‘Upon the hearing of the application at the sittings of the Board held in 
the city of Ottawa on the 5th day of December, 1911, in the presence of counsel 
for the applicant company, Mr. Crosson, one of the landowners affected, appear- 
ing in person, and what was alleged; and upon its being represented to the 
Board that since the hearing the applicant company had arranged with the land 
owners affected for the purchase of the necessary lands required to be taken. 

‘Tt is ordered that the revised location of ithe applicant company’s new 
track, as shown on the said plan dated May 28, 1912, filed with the Board unde 
file No. 18726, be, and it is hereby, approved.’ 


(See File No. 18726.) 

4th.—That on the 11th July, 1912, Mr. E. W. Beatty, general solicitor for the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, applied 'to the Board ‘for authority to cross the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company’s proposed spur shown in green on the plan at mile- 
age 120 (from Glen Tay) in the town of Cobourg’; and the said plan shows that the 
so-called spur is the western arm of the wye (Y), dealt with by order No. 112738, on 
the 15th July, 1910, and Order No. 16897, on the 26th June, 1912, that, on the 3rd 
December, 1912, the said application was heard in Ottawa; and judgment was reserved 
for advice from the Board’s engineers as to the character of the protection required at 
the proposed crossing, and to allow the companies to state in writing what further 
they wished to say on the questions of seniority and the nature of the protection which 
they thought should be installed. 

Mr. Beatty and Mr. Biggar put in written statements of their views, repeating 
certain facts and arguing from their respective points of view; and the case now 
stands for final action by the Board. 

(See evidence, vol. 166, page 11511; also files No. 14884, No. 18726, and No. 
3701-65. 

Regarding the question of seniority, the facts are clear, and I think there is no_ 
room for doubt as to the conclusion which naturally, and of necessity, follows there 
from. 

The plan showing a rearrangement of the G.T.R. tracks, including a western arm 
to the wye (Y) in question, was unconditionally approved by the Board on the 15th 
July, 1910 (order No. 11278); and, after the application to take certain lands, it was 
again approved unconditionally, on the 26th June, 1912 (order No. 16897). Q 
O.P.R. application for authority to cress the said arm was made on the 11th July, 1912 7 
and Mr. Beatty, in his letter dated December 9, 1912, said ‘I do not propose to urge 
that this company is senior at the crossing of the new spur—that is, the one to the 
west.’ 

The eastern arm of the said wye (Y) was constructed over thirty years ago; an 
apparently no one thought of disturbing it till the question was raised during a di 
cussion between the company and Mr. W. J. Crosson regarding the expropriation ©: 
some of Mr. Crosson’s land for the construction and operation of the western arm, 
when Mr. Brownlee, for the G.T.R. orally agreed to remove the eastern arm of th 
wye (Y) and give Mr. Crosson a certain portion of the site occupied by the said eas 
ern arm in exchange for the portion of Mr. Crosson’s land required for the western 
arm. Action by the Board was delayed for a description of the lands to be given and 
taken in exchange; and, on the 25th June, 1912, Mr. Biggar, for the G.T.R., wrote the 
Board that Vice-President Kelley had objected to the removal of the said easter 
arm, and that the company had “arranged with Mr. Crosson and the Field estate for 
the lands required to be taken” for the western arm; so the eastern arm of the ¢ 
(Y) was not disturbed. The proposal and agreement to remove it was wholly a mati 
between Mr. Crosson and the company; the agreement was not carried out; anothe 
arrangement was made; and the arm in question was not removed. 

On this statement of facts, it seems clear that the Grand Trunk Railway is senior 
as respects both arms of the wye (Y) in question. 
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C.P.R. SIDING NEAR CARBERRY, MAN, 


Peririon, farmers in the district of Pheasant Point, near Carberry, Manitoba, chat 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company construct a siding on their line at 
that point. 


Oral judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Mabee, at the close of the hear- 
ing, March 25, 1912:— 

I am afraid in this matter we cannot make any order. It would no doubt be a 
convenience to these gentlemen to have this siding. It would save them a certain 
distance in hauling their grain. They are also labouring, apparently under a draw- 
back because of the hilly nature of the country. But there are other features that 
preponderate. Some six or seven miles apart is generally the limit of stations. ‘That 
leaves perhaps three or four miles as the farthest anybody has to draw. 

If these people could get this siding, they would save two or three miles in draw- 
ing out their grain; but if we required one railway company to put in a siding bet veer 
two stations where sidings would be within three miles or thereabouts of a station, 
we would have to apply the same principle to all railway companies; and if we granted 
the request of these gentlemen, we would have to grant the request of others under 
similar circumstances. 

It does not seem to us good practice or good policy. Every break in the main line 
is an additional danger and an additional liability to accident, and so on. It should 
not be permitted or required unless for the gravest reasons. 

In this case, these gentlemen only have about three miles farther than ii they 
had the siding at this point. It would never do to require companies to put in sidings 
every three or four miles along their railway line. It would, probably, in the end, 
bring about greater inconvenience than it would convenience. 

We will have to refuse this petition. 


FENCING C.N.R.,.NUTANA, SASK. 


CompLaInt of the municipality of Nutana, Sask., relative to Canadian Northern 
Railway Company not fencing their right of way through that municipality. 


Oral Judgment delivered by Chief Commissioner Mabee at the close of the 
hearing, March 20, 1912 :— 

Two or three years ago, upon the complaint of a large number of municipalities 
in Manitoba and Saskatchewan, and after hearings at a number of cities in those 
provinces, and after having received complaints innumerable from farmers and settlers 
whose cattle and horses and stock had been killed upon the railways, where the rights 
of way were unfenced, we made an order requiring the railway companies to fence 
the unfenced portions of their rights of way in these provinces on or before a fixed date. 
The railway companies, or some of them, appealed to the Supreme Court, and the 
Supreme Court held that we had exceeded our jurisdiction in making a general order 
of that character, and that we should have confined the order to some specific locality. 

Now, we have a complaint here of a specific locality that is unfenced. We all know 
that this road has been built for many years; that it goes through a thickly settled, 
highly cultivated, and rich agricultural district; and that it is a section of country 
through which a railway should have been fenced long ago- 

In this case an order will go that the Canadian Northern Railway Company fence 
all of the unfenced portion of the right of way along the Qu’Appelle, Long Lake and 
Saskatchewan Railway, between Saskatoon and Regina, on or before the first day of 
November, 1912; that these fences shall be of the character and description described 
in the Railway Act, namely, fences of the character that will turn cattle and other 
animals; and that, for every day’s default, if any, after the first day of November, 


264 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 
4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


1912, the company shall be assessed the sum of fifty dollars per day by way of 


penalty. ik } 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, and Commissioners Mills and Goodey 
concurred. 

Ordered accordingly. 


C.P.R. BRIDGE OVER THUNDER CREEK, SASK. 


Petition of Local Improvement District No. 161, Sask., for an overhead bridge on the 
highway between ranges 26 and 27, W. 2 M., over the tracks of the C.P.R., 
carrying such bridge over Thunder creek. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Oral judgment delivered by AssisTANT CHIEF Commissioner Scott, at the clos 
of the hearing :— 

In this matter an application was made by the local improvement district. A 
that time this highway was the boundary line between the local improvement distri¢ 
and the city. That is, the highway between ranges 26 and 27 west of the 2nd meridian 
Since then the city limits have been extended farther west, and this is wholly no 
within the limits of the city of Moosejaw. 

Under these circumstances, we do not think that the local improvement distrie 
should be ealled upon to pay any share of the cost of the bridge on what is now a Cl 
street, in the city of Moosejaw. Apparently, it is necessary that the bridge should b 
built and should be built as shown on this plan submitted by the O.P.R. The o 
point remaining is to apportion the cost of the work between the parties who are- 
interested. We can give, and will give, twenty per cent of the cost of the total bridge 
out of the Government fund, that is the Railway Grade Crossing Fund. The contri-— 
bution cannot exceed $5,000, under the Act, but twenty per cent of the total cost of this 
would be about $5,000. ; 

We feel that there is something in the contention of the city that they are not 
concerned with the portion of the bridge which covers the C.P.R. yard. The C.P.Ra 
have through tracks there, and the city, of course, should contribute towards the cost 
of the portion of the bridge which will go over those tracks, but the O.P.R., for its own 
purpose, is widening out this yard, and we think that that is not a matter in which 
the city should be called upon to contribute any portion of the bridge covering the 
yard. 

We therefore think that the contribution of the city, bearing in mind what I have 
said, towards the work should be $5,000, the balance to be paid by the railway 
company; that is, twenty per cent of the cost of the whole bridge out of the Railway 
Crossing Fund, $5,000 from the city of Moosejaw, and the balance to be contributed 
by the railway company. 

The maintenance of the road and the sidewalk on the bridge to be looked after 
by the city. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


CARLOAD RATING ON GRAMOPHONES IN THE CANADIAN CLASSIFICATION. | 


Appiication of the Berliner Gramophone Company, of Montreal, P.Q., for an order. 
directing railway companies to provide a carload rating on and to include, 
gramophones in the musical instrument list of the Canadian classification. a | 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment. | 

For judgment see page 38. 
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GAS HOUSE COKE RATES OUT OF TORONTO AND HAMILTON. 


Heard at Toronto, October 24, 1911. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 

Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, April 22, 1912: 

Complaint has been made to the Board by the Consumers Gas Company, of 
Toronto, that the rates on gas-house coke from Buffalo to Hamilton, Brantford and 
Toronto, create an unjust discrimination in favour of Buffalo against Hamilton and 
Toronto. The following table, showing the mileage, the rates, and the approximate 
rates per ton per mile between the points in question in this matter, clearly shows 
substantially lower rates on gas-house coke out of Buffalo than Hamilton or Toronto: 


Approximate 
Mileage. Present Rates per Ton Per 
Rates. Mile in Cents. 
From Buffalo (Black Rock)— 
TN OusELAMaN CON a ere re 66 51) =f 
‘Me LOLONLOM es a as. 99 "60 6 
oe BranttOrd si. mua) © 72 “70 ale 
From Hamilton— 
Toe Brideebure 2 ae os. 66 “90 1°5 
SEP OLONUOS cect sis) nea 39 "70 Hed 
: SU AERP TKaMOIAG) ha, eae OES 25 “60 24 
From Toronto— 
Tor BbridZenures 2 99 1°90 iY 
SP tamiltom aa) oes 39 “70 alayé 
SSErAntlOUCGurce mh) a) ss 60 "90 1:5 


The rate of 50 cents to Hamilton and 60 cents to Toronto per net ton of 2,000 
pounds on gas-house coke has been in effect for some years. It was pointed out to 
the railway companies by the Consumers Gas Company of Toronto that these rates 
unjustly discriminated against Toronto, and in an effort to remedy the condition of 
affairs the rates out of Buffalo were, in December, 1910, increased by the railway 
companies to 80 cents to Hamilton and $1 to Toronto. 

Complaint was made by Messrs. Thomas Miles & Sons, Limited, of Hamilton, 
who sell coke, the product of a gas company in Buffalo, that they were practically put 
out of business by the increase in the rates they had been paying for years on coke 
from Buffalo. 

Their complaint was heard by the Board at a sittings held in Toronto on Feb- 
ruary 28, 1911, and in a memorandum of the Chief Commissioner, dated March 9, 
1911, concurred in by the other members of the Board who heard the complaint, it 
was decided that the railway companies had not justified the increase in their rates 
from Buffalo to Hamilton and Toronto, and they were ordered to re-establish the old 
rates. The order of the Board to that effect was issued on the 14th of March, 1911, 


-and is No. 18,215. 


The old order of affairs having been re-established, the Consumers’ Gas Company 
of Toronto then launched the present application to the Board for a reduction of the 
rates on gas-house coke out of Toronto. The railway companies endeavoured to re- 
open the whole matter and justify the increase they had made on their Buffalo rates 
which had been disallowed by the Board, but the Board declined to permit the rail- 
way companies to do so. ; 

For the purpose of this case, then, we must take the rates from Buffalo to Hamil- 
ton of 50 cents, and to Toronto of 60 cents as being on a settled basis. It is quite 
clear that the present condition of affairs amounts to an unjust discrimination against 


Hamilton and Toronto, and as the rates from Buffalo to those points are, as I have 


said, definitely fixed by the Board, it merely remains for us to readjust the rates out 
of Hamilton and Toronto so that the unjust discrimination at present existing will 
be removed. 

As will appear from the approximate rates per ton per mile, shown in the table 
above, there is no definite relation on a per ton per mile basis of one rate to another; 
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but, taking as an example the 70-cent rate from Buffalo to Brantford for a distance 


of 72 miles, we find that it is approximately a cent per ton per mile. 
Tf we take that rate from Buffalo to Brantford as an approximate basis and estab- 
lish a minimum of 50 cents, the following rates may be arrived at:— 


To Hamilton. To Toronto. To Brantford. To Bridgeburg. 
. $ 


Cts; Cts. Cts. 
From Hamilton.. ate 50 50 50 
SS Toronto.. 50 Sic 60 1 50 


If these rates were established, the preference in favour of Buffalo would be wiped 
out. Those at present enjoying the low rates out of Buffalo would continue to have 
them, and the railway companies would only be putting into effect rates upon a basis 
they had themselves established, and which, until complaint was made, they were 
apparently satisfied with. The rates from Buffalo to Toronto of 60 cents and from — 
Toronto to Bridgeburg of $1 are inconsistent; but I do not understand that there 
is much, if any, movement of coke from Toronto to Bridgeburg, and these rates cannot 
be brought into line without such a rearrangement of rates that is not warranted — 
under the present circumstances. As the rate from Toronto to Bridgeburg is prob- 
ably only a paper rate, no one is affected by it. 

I therefore suggest that these proposed rates be made effective on the 15th of 
May next, and that the rates to points west of Toronto, and adjacent to Hamilton or 
Brantford, be placed in line with them. 

It has been said that the rates on coal have heretofore been the same as those on 
coke. The present. case is based on special circumstances, and the rates I now suggest 
need not be taken as a criterion in the establishment of rates on other commodities in 
the future to which the special circumstances in this case do not apply. 

Chief Commissioner Mabee and Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


APPLICATION OF CANADIAN PRESS, LIMITED, RE PRESS TELEGRAPH TOLLS, 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 35. 


Heard at the Toronto sittings, May 1, 1912. q 
- 

STOP-OFF ARRANGEMENT WITH RESPECT TO CANNED GOODS. 

On the Appiication of the British Canadian Canners, Ltd., the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way to show cause why the stop-over arrangement with respect to canned goods, ; 
as shown in item 4 of the company’s special freight tariff C.R.C. No. E. 2374, — 
applicable west of Toronto only, should not be extended so as to include Bow- — 
manville and Cobourg as stop-over points. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 
of the hearing, July 29, 1912: 

The railways operating from the Niagara Peninsula westward in Ontario now® 
grant stop-over privileges to the Dominion Canners Company, and, I suppose, to any | 
other company operating there, but chiefly to the Dominion Canners Company; and | | 
the application is made by their competitors, the British Canadian Canners, asking 
for stop-over privileges at two points east of Toronto, that is, at Bowmanville and | 
Cobourg. 

The Board is of the opinion that the circumstances to-day amount to an undue 
preference in favour of the territory west of Toronto to the prejudice of these two 
points, Bowmanville and Cobourg. ; 

Without deciding on the merits of the question of stop-overs, and without deciding — 
any general principle at all, we are of the opinion that, there being an undue prefer- 
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ence to-day to the detriment of Bowmanville and Cobourg, the application for stop- 
over at Bowmanville and Cobourg should be granted. 

Mr. Drypen: Mr. Chairman, how about other canning factories east of Toronto; 
would they be included in that? 

The Assistant Curr ComMMISSIONER: The only application before us is for stop- 

over at these two points. We have granted that. 
Commissioners Mills, McLean, and Goodeve concurred. 

Order made that stop-over privileges granted by the railway companies operating 
from the Niagara Peninsula, westward, in the province of Ontario, be granted the 
applicants at the two points east of Toronto, namely, Bowmanville and Cobourg, in 
the province of Ontario. 


Appiication, Fullerton Lumber and Shingle Company, Vancouver, B.C., for an order 
directing the Great Northern Railway to refund amount alleged to be over- 
charged by the railway companies on a carload of lumber from Tynehead, 
B.C., to Winnipeg. 


Oral judgment, delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close 
of the hearing, July 28, 1912: 

It appears that this carload of lumber in being shipped was described as “common 
cedar rustic.” There is no classification of rustic cedar. The classification says 
cedar of certain characters and then “not otherwise specified” takes a certain rate. 
We think the railway company was justified in putting it under the class which is 
“not otherwise specified” and putting it at the higher rate, that is, the 50-cent rate. 
It is unfortunate that this mistake has been made by the shipper of the carload, but 
that is not the railway company’s fault. This matter came up last year, and the 
applicants should know that it should not be coming up constantly. This Board 
cannot be used as a body to rectify mistakes of this kind. We think the railway com- 
pany was right in charging at the 50-cent rate, and we cannot give any relief. 

The application is refused. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order accordingly. 


CADWELL SAND AND GRAVEL COMPANY V. GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Cadwell Sand and Gravel Company, Limited, of Windsor, complained of 
the increased rate on pressed brick from Bradford, Pennslyvania, to Windsor, 
Ontario, froni $1.60 to $2 per ton, and applied for an order directing that the pro- 
portion of this 88 cents increase per ton, which accrued to the Grand Trunk Rail- 
way as its percentage division of the joint rate of $1.60 per ton, be restored by the 
Grand Trunk. After hearing, an order in the terms of the application issued, and 
the railway company was given a certain length of time from the date of the order 
within which it should become effective. 

A later order issued postponing the effective date until such date as the Board, 
after a rehearing, should determine. 

Upon the rehearing, the previous orders were rescinded and the application of 
the complainants refused. 

For judgment see page 44. 


TELEPHONE RATES IN THE CITY OF MONTREAL. 
The facts are fully set forth in the judgment of Mr. Commissioner McLean. 


Apprication of the city of Montreal, P.Q., for an order :— 


(a) Requiring the respondent to abolish its present charges of fifty-five 
dollars per annum for business telephones, and thirty-five dollars per annum 
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for residence telephones and to substitute therefor the following tariff, viz., 
fifty dollars per annum for business telephones and thirty dollars per annum 
for residence telephones. 

(b) Requiring the respondent to abolish its extra mileage rates of five 
dollars for each one-quarter of a mile, or fraction thereof to subscribers whose 
premises are located within the corporate limits of the city of Montreal as at 
present constituted, and that the citizens of Montreal to whom the aforesaid 
extra mileage rates at present applies, or would apply if they became sub- — 
scribers to the respondents’ service, be charged such rates for telephone 4 

:| 
| 


service as the Board may decide to be equitable. 

(c) Requiring the respondent to operate its pay stations in such manner ~ 
as will ensure that no payment be collected from the person using any of the © 
aforesaid pay stations in event of it not being possible to effect a conversa- f 
tion with the person called. File 3574.32. i 


Appuication of the Bell Telephone Company under section 4 of 7-8 Edward ViL@ 
chap. 31, for order authorizing an amendment to its schedule or tariff of tolls — 
to be charged in the exchange limits of the city of Montreal, C.R.C. No. 1435, 1 
and for cancellation and abolition of the following rates provided in a sche- 
dule :— 
Initial Blake wall set, business, $50. . 
Initial Blake wall set, residence, $30. 


Compiaint of S. J. Thompson, of Cartierville, P.Q., relative to exorbitant rate 
asked by the Bell Telephone Co. for connection with Montreal, P.Q. 


Compiamt of the Publishers’ Press, Limited, of Montreal, P.Q., alleging inadequate 
service furnished by the Bell Telephone Co. 


Compiaint of F. W. Sharpe, Montreal, P.Q., against the additional charge of $5 by 
the Bell Telephone Company, for the use of long distance telephone receiver. 


Compiaint of J. Birchenough, Montreal, P.Q., relative to alleged exorbitant charge 
of the Bell Telephone Co., for connection with his house in St. Denis ward, 
For judgment see page 19. 


USE OF BAY OF QUINTE RAILWAY'S SIDING BY O.P.R. 


In THE Marrer of the use of the Bay of Quinte Railway Company’s Houston siding by 
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, August 16, 1912 :— 
The application, dated the 8th November last, asks for an order— 


“to settle the terms relating to the interchange of traffic between the Bay 
“of Quinte and the C.P.R. at Tweed, and all arrangements relating thereto, 
A and to determine and settle the terms upon which the Bay of Quinte Railway 
; Company shall be at liberty to use the C.P.R. Company’s lands for the pur- — 
é poses aforesaid, and to extend the time within which the Bay of Quinte Rail- 
i way Company shall be obliged to take up and remove its tracks from the 
; lands of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company under a certain Agreement, 
and generally to deal with the existing situation at the locality aforesaid.” 


——— 
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When the matter came on for hearing we were informed by counsel for the 
applicants that most of the points in dispute between the two companies had been 
settled, but that they desired the Board to determine what conditions should govern 
the use of the spur into the Houston planing-mill by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company. The applicants are quite willing that the siding should be used by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, but desire that it should pay them one dollar a 
car for each car passing over the siding. The statement that the C.P.R. taks in 
about one hundred cars, and the Bay of Quinte Railway about fifty cars in a year, 
was not disputed. The companies agree that each should use its own engine in plac- 


ing cars on this siding. The Canadian Pacific in such a movement would go over the 


diamond crossing on the Bay of Quinte Railway Company’s tracks, which crossing is 
maintained by the latter company, and will use about 2,400 feet of that company’s 
tracks in reaching the mill. 

Prior to the 15th of August, 1906, the two companies had many points of differ- 
ence between them in connection with their terminals at Tweed. These were all 


settled, as appears by an agreement between the two companies of that date, certified 


copy of which has been supplied to the Board. Clause 5 of that agreement is as 
follows :— 

“5. The Quinte Company grants unto the Pacific Company the right, 
during the continuance of this agreement, to place on the Quinte Company’s 
siding known as the Houston siding, by means of its own engines, cars to or 
from the Houston Cempany consigned to or from points on the Pacific Com- 
pany’s lines, free of charge, and waives any claim to compensation for the use 
heretofore made of said siding by the Pacific company.” 

And clause 9, which relates to the termination of the agreement, is as follows:— 

“9. This agreement shall continue for a period of five years from the date 
hereof, but either party shall have the right to terminate it before the expiry 
of the said period at any time in their discretion upon giving to the other party 
three months’ notice of their intention so to do, without becoming responsible 
for any damage or compensation by reason of such termination by notice, and 
at the end of such period of three months, the present agreement shall ipso facto 
terminate, and from and after the said time the use by either party of the pro- 
perty of the other party shall cease.” 


There is some dispute between the companies as to whether the Houston spur 


_erosses some property of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company or not. At the 
_ hearing we requested that we be supplied with a plan, prepared after a survey, to 


determine this fact. That plan has not been sent in, but in the view I take of this 
matter it is not necessary. The Canadian Pacific Railway Company cannot dispute 
the legal right of the applicants to maintain the spur. 

It was stated that although, by paragraph 9 of the agreement, it had terminated 
by efflux of time, still the parties were continuing some of the arrangements brought 


about by that agreement. 


I am not concerned with the other conditions in the agreement, or what subsequent ~ 


arrangements have been made between the companies on other points. As far as the 


Houston spur is concerned it seems to me that the rights which the Canadian Pacific 
Railway acquired to use that spur free of charge expired under clause 9 five years after 
the date of agreement, which was on the 15th of August, 1911. Therefore the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway Company has no legal right to use the spur. The Bay of Quinte 


Railway Company is agreeable that it should continue to use it as it has been using 


it, but desires the payment of a toll of one dollar per car. I presume that means one 
dollar per loaded car, and that the movement of the empty in the opposite direction 
would not be charged for. It seems to me this is not an unreasonable amount for 
them to ask for such benefit and I think an order should go granting it. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 
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TEMPORARY INCREASE OF DEMURRAGE CHARGES. 


Appuication of railway companies for order permitting a temporary increase of 
demurrage charges. 
The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 78. 


RATES ON RICE. 


Appuication of the Imperial Rice Milling Company, of Vancouver, B.C., for reduction — 
from the present freight cates on rice and broken rice (or brewers’ grits) from 
Vancouver to points west of and including Calgary to Winnipeg, inclusive. 


Oral Judgment delivered by Commissioner McLean at the close of the hearing, 
November 29, 1912 :— 

The situation seems to be one in which we have to deal with rates within Canada. 
Foreign rates have been referred to, but we have not been informed exactly what they 
are. Even if the rates from New Orleans were on a lower basis, these would be rates 
in the United States, over which this Board has no control. The application seems to 
narrow itself down to the question of the rates from Vancouver to Winnipeg versus 
the rates from Montreal to Winnipeg. . 

Now, so far as the rate basis is concerned, you have between Montreal and Winni- 
peg the lake and rail rate of sixty-five cents. That is a competitive basis. So far as 
the rail comparison is concerned, it is shown that Vancouver has an advantage of one 
cent over Winnipeg, so that there does not seem to be any rate discrimination. 

As to the question of lower cost, and its bearing on the rate adjustment, it is 
stated that rice brought in from Rangoon, via Montreal to Winnipeg, is a lower-priced 
article than rice brought in from Japan, and that the latter is therefore at a dis- 
advantage in point of trade competition. That is a question of the cost of the 
material. The Board has ruled in other cases that what it is concerned with is seeing 
that the rates are on a relatively equal basis; it is not its function to equalize costs of 


production. 
Tt appears to me, on the material submitted, a case for rate revision has not been 


made out. 
Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


Order made, dismissing application. 


NEW TARIFFS OF CARTAGE TOLLS. 


ConsiperATIon of the new tariffs of cartage tolls of the railway companies, the effective 
dates of which have, by Orders of the Board, been postponed to December 31, 


1912. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 67. 


COMPLAINT OF W. H. D. MILLER, OF MONTREAL, 7@ SWITCHING AT MILE END. 


Judgment, Curer CoMMISsIONER Drayton, January 3, 1913 :— 

Two cars arrived at Outremont consigned to shipper’s order, the railway company 
to notify Mr. Miller of arrival. Notice was given; and Mr. Miller says he ordered 
both cars to Moreau street by same telephone message. Agent says he ordered one to 
Moreau and one to Hochelaga. One car was sent to Moreau and was unloaded; th 
other went to Ontario street, where Miller’s consignee refused to unload it; and the 3 
it now stands under demurrage. Moreau and Ontario street ASE ETS are all i 
Hochelaga yard; and I would allow the complaint for these reasons: First, the con 
signee wrote the agent the following day confirming his telephone aitennaes and t ig 
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letter orders both cars to Moreau street; second, the same man, Hogg, was to unload 
both cars, and consequently he would more than likely want them at the same place. 
Third, I think if there is any conflict over a verbal or telephone conversation, the 
benefit of the doubt should go to the shipper, particularly as in this case. Miller’s 
interpretation is confirmed by his letter. 

It should be borne in mind that this situation does not in any way conflict with 

the ruling of the Board in the Canadian Cement case. The shipper has the right to 
_ have his car placed; but that right is subject always to the requirements of other 
shippers, and to the possible accommodation available. Had the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company been unable, by reason of the demands of other shippers, to place 
the second car as Miller had desired, the ruling of the Board in the Cement case 
would apply. The railway company has not pleaded the situation which was apparent 
in the Cement case. The company, therefore, must assume the onus of the mistake 
or misunderstanding, and move the car to Moreau street for unloading at its own 
cost and charges; and there should be no charge for demurrage consequent upon the 
failure so to place the car in the first instance. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 
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MONTREAL BOARD OF TRADE RE RATES ON EX-LAKE CORN FROM GEORGIAN BAY PORTS 
‘ TO MONTREAL. 


Appiication of the Montreal Board of Trade for an order (a’) reducing the rate on 

; ex-lake corn from the Georgian Bay ports to Montreal-to the same basis as in 
effect on ex-lake wheat, barley and oats; (b) directing the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company to apply the mileage basis as in effect in Ontario and Que- 
bec, as shown in the company’s tariff C.R.C.E.-1929, on cornmeal shipped from 
Montreal to the company’s points in New Brunswick. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 71. 


COMMODITY RATES ON WIRE FENCING. 


AppuicaTion of Montreal Board of Trade for commodity rates on wire fencing, from 
Montreal, westward. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 58. 


RATES ON SUGAR. 


CompLaAIntT of the British Columbia Sugar Refining Company, of Vancouver, B.C., 
relative to alleged discrimination shown by Canadian railways in rates on 
sugar in favour of eastern refineries to points in the western provinces. 

The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 63. 


INTERNATIONAL PULPWOOD RATES. 


‘? 
Appuication of International Paper Company et al, v. Grand Trunk Railway Com- 
pany et al. Re International Pulpwood rates. 
The facts are fully set-forth in the judgment. 
- Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, February 24, 1913 :— 


z On the 19th of August, 1912, the International Paper Company of New York, 
and others, applied to the Board for an order pursuant to sections 26 and 323 of the 
Railway Act, disallowing certain joint tariffs purposing to increase the through 
‘rates on pulpwood from shipping points in Eastern Canada to manufac- 
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turing points in the Eastern States of the Union, which the Grand 
Trunk, Canadian Pacific, Canadian Northern Ontario, and Temiscouata Rail- 
way Companies had filed to take effect September 2, 1912; and on the 29th August, 
John GC. Came & Son, of Quebec, and a number of other Canadian producers and 
shippers, joined in the application. On September 1, the companies issued notices 
postponing the effective dates of these tariffs until November 1, 1912. Following the 
hearing of the application at Ottawa on the 15th October, by order No. 17826, the 
Board suspended the schedules until February 4, 1918, for the purpose of enabling 
the Board to consider the evidence submitted, and the written arguments to be filed; 
and by order No. 18577 of the 27th January, the suspension was extended to March 
1, proximo. The matter is now ripe for adjudication. 

The complainant’s chief contentions are: 

1. The plea of the railway companies that their present tariffs are the developed 
product of water competition is disproved by the tariff record itself. 

9. The continuance of the rates since 1903 is presumptive evidence that the com- 
panies have considered them reasonably profitable, and disproves the contention that 
the tariff has not borne its proper share of the inicreased cost of railway operation, 
and are therefore too low. 

3. The proper comparison of the local rates to the Canadian mills is with the 
through rates to the American mills, and not with the proportions accruing to the 
Canadian carriers. 

4. The Canadian proportions of the proposed rates would be greater than the 
local rates to the points of connection with the United States railways. 

Taking these in their order: The representatives of the railway companies main- 
tain that their tariffs were constructed on the basis of water competition. Whatever 
the charges by the water channels may have been, it is reasonable to assume that the 
companies so framed their tariffs as to secure to the rails at least a full share of the 
traffic tributary to the rivers. If, by reason of greater density of traffic and higher 
working expenses, they now pay less regard to the water competition on this traffic, 
that is another matter. The Canadian Pacific North Shore line closely follows the 
St. Lawrence and taps its feeders, and the blanketing of that company’s rates would, 
in the ordinary course, dictate a similar policy to the Grand Trunk on the south side, 
and the branch line rates would, on general principles, be proportioned thereto. The 
grouping of the inland mills of Jefferson county, N.Y., with those accessible to the 
water carriers via Sackett Harbour is merely ian illustration of railway practice where 
long hauls are concerned. “— 

In a communication from three of the applicant firms addressed to the railway 
traffic officers, and dated July 13, 1912, it is admitted that the ‘element of water 
competition was probably the controlling reason for the establishment of the line rates 
typified by 8 cents from Levis to Fort Edward.’ They also say, ‘ the traffic, which was 
then small, and originated probably in a large degree at the river landings where 
the clement of water competition was most severe, now runs to heavy proportions, 
and originates at all Canadian points of origin in the St. Lawrence and tributary 
valleys covered by the highly important lines of rates already cited’ 

A fact that seems to have been overlooked is that in the earlier years of these — 
tariffs the home consumption of pulpwood was small compared with what it is to-day. — 

a. This presumption is clearly subject to the qualification that operating costs 
have maintained some measure of equilibrium, or have not materially advanced. It 
was stated on behalf of the carriers that their records were not so kept as to admit of — 
the segregation of the cost of handling this particular traffic; but notwithstanding — 
more efficient facilities, it has been fairly established from time to time that the 
expense of conducting transportation, following the universal tendency, has increased 
considerably during the past few years. { 

3 and 4. This argument ignores the conditional character of the rates of local 
mills. Under ordinary circumstances pulpwood would take the same local rates as 
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other rough forest products; and with the assurance of the second haul of the pulp or 
paper products, the rates on the raw material have been reduced to a lower average 
even than for firewood. Whether the local rates of the Canadian companies are 
specifically conditioned on reshipment of the products, as the Canadian Pacific’s are 
and the Grand Trunk’s are not, is immaterial, since pulpwood is used for no other 
purpose than for manufacturing, and the consumption of paper from rail-hauled wood 
at the points of manufacture is small. This compensatory second haul, which is lost 
in the case of the through shipments, is, in my view, a governing factor in the case, 
and make unnecessary any minute consideration of operating costs. Under the 
existing schedules the proportions acruing to the Canadian companies from the through 
shipments rule lower than the rates paid by the Canadian manufacturers; and if, as 
proposed, they will average higher, the difference is much too slight to counterbalance 
the loss of the second haul, and they will still yield a much lower total revenue than 
the companies would receive were the wood manufacturers along their own lines. 
Apart from the second haul consideration; under the conditions of joint services and 
apportionment of the through rates between two or three, and, in some cases, four 
carriers, 1t is reasonable that the joint through rates should be on a higher basis than 
for similar distances on the line of a single company. Any comparison of these 
‘through rates with the local rates in Wisconsin seems to be open to the same 
objection as in this case. Counsel for applicants, in his argument, has misunderstood a 
reply of Mr. Kirkpatrick of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, at page 10031 
of the proceedings, regarding grinding in transit: Witness distinctly said, “it is a 
question of the rate in and the rate out.” 

This principle, that is, the right of the carrier to consider the resultant traffic as 
a reason for a lower rate on the original commodity, where drawn to points of manu- 
facture on the carrier’s line, is well established by the judgment of the Board in 
Michigan Sugar Co. vs. Chatham, Wallaceburg, and Lake Erie Railway Company, 
Canadian Railway Cases, vol. XI, page 353. There are, of course, objections to the 
principle. It may well be that the original shippers should obtain, in all instances, 
the same rates on the rough commodity; but it is impossible to discontinue the 
application of the principle in this case without a complete revision of existing tariffs, 
which have been, in many cases, built up entirely having regard to it. 

The proposed through rates are not. attacked as unreasonable per se. They are 
lower than the through rates between the same points on other rough forest products, 
which are usually classed together, and into the rating of which relative values do not 
enter. As these have been in force for some time and have not been the subject of 
complaint, they may fairly be assumed to be reasonable; therefore, the disputed rates 
on this particular forest product may fairly be considered reasonable also. 

, The consideration of the rates on other rough forest products shows very strongly 
‘that the former pulpwood rates were put in force with a view of stimulating a com- 
paratively new business largely irrespective of resultant profit to the railway company, 
or that the rates were the result of other and outside considerations pressed upon the 
railways, having to do, perhaps, with their American connections. 

| Under the caption of ‘lumber,’ among other rough products, the following com- 
‘modities moved: Bark, bolts and billets, hoop and hop poles, and fence posts and rails. 
| There can be no reason why, apart from some special or extraordinary circum- 
stances, these rough forest products should not get at least as good rates as pulpwood, 
yet, with the proposed increase, the rates that forest products, other than pulpwood, 
take to Fort Edward, N.Y., are as follows :— 
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It is to be borne in mind that pulpwod would move under the lumber commodity 
tariff, which includes the rough forest products, if it had not been for the special ra 
previously put in force; and it is somewhat difficult to see that there should be such a 
distinction made in favour of pulpwood as against these other commodities. 

The effect of the proposed increases is to add to the manufactured article in the 
American mill an extra cost of 56 cents for each ton of paper, the value of which is 
shown to be $42.50. Mr. Guthrie argues, in his very complete factum, that the 
increased rate, resulting as it does in this sum, creates an unjust and unfair diserim- 
ination to the American buyer. He also argues, however, that the ultimate sufferers 
will not be the buyers, dealers or traders, but the producers, which, of course, satisfac- 
torily removes any loss from the American buyer, who is claimed to be unfairly dis- 
eriminated against by the increased rate. Discrimination there is none, the rates for 
Canadian delivery being based on the resultant traffic. Arguments have been advanced 
practically on the line of conservation of the country’s resources, on th 
proposition that it is much better for Canada that this pulpwood should be used in 7 
and the like, and in my view, this Board has nothing to do with such consideration: 
at all, and is not and should not be moved by any ulterior consideration or motive. 
If the rate is an improper rate, there is no reason in the world why it should b 
allowed to stand because an American mill absorbs the increase instead of the Cana 
dian producer. 

There is but one question open for our consideration—are the rates now attack 
reasonable or not, having regard only to a proper consideration of the economical prin 
ciples surrounding the service? I am of the view that they are reasonable. 

As regards the rates of the Canadian Pacific Mont Laurier branch, however, th 
original rates of the Waltham and Nominingue branches may have been constructe 
considering the character of the Laurentian grades, the rates appear to be reasonabl 
proportioned as between the Mont Laurier and Nominingue sections, and with respec 
to the main line and other sections. ‘ 

Objection is made to the withdrawal of the rates from the Canadian Pacific Raile 
way stations west of Avonmore to and including Smiths Falls. While there may be 
little spruce along this line, at least one of the applicant firms is particularly inte 
ested in poplar, of which, it is stated, large quantities will move. The Canadian _ 
Pacific Railway Company expressed its willingness to establish rates on this traffi 
as required, but it is not just that shippers should be expected to wait thirty days 
before they can use the rates, even if granted. No good excuse was offered for the 
eancellation, and as the rates from Avonmore and stations immediately east are no 
being changed, those up to Smiths Falls must be restored. 

Subject to this provision, I think the tariffs before the Board should be allowed; 
but in order to afford reasonable time for completing existing contracts, the effective’ 
date is further postponed to August 15, 1913. : 

Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills and Goodeve con: 
curred. 

Order made refusing application and allowing tariffs of the respondent railway 
companies, increasing the rates on shipments of pulpwood, in carloads, subject to the 
condition that the rates from the Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s stations west 
of Avonmore to and including Smiths Falls, in effect at the date of the order, be 


restored: Provided thet such inerease shall not become effective before the 15th’ 
August, 1912. 4 
f 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, February 26th, 1913:— | 
The Board has already in various cases expressed the opinion that where a rt 


has been in force for a considerable time and business has been built up under 
rate, that such rate by efflux of time becomes presumptively reasonable; and the Boa: 
had held that when this rate is increased, the burden is upon the railway to justi 


the inevedse. This has been limited by the principle which is recognized in 
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application of the Dominion Millers’ Association regarding rates on grain products 
to the maritime provinces, that where rates had been held down below the normal 
basis by water competition it was permissible to raise these rates more closely to the 
normal standard when the water competition became less effective. I recognize that 
the Interstate Commerce Commission has, as a result of a decision by the Supreme 
Court, given much less weight in recent years to the presumptive reasonableness of 
a rate of long standing. Its decisions now show that a variety of other factors have 
to be considered, and the fact that a rate has been in existence for a pertod of years 
does not now remove from the applicant the onus of proof ordinarily existing when 
a rate is attacked as unreasonable. 

The Board, however, has laid down the position that when a rate is increased the 
burden is upon the railway to justify this increase; and it has further held that 
general allegations as to increase of cost of service, ete., are not conclusive as to the 
reasonableness of the rate. Personally, I am of the opinion that the railway should 
adduce particular information as to the increase of the particular costs affecting the 
traffic in question, if increase in cost is to have any adequate weight in justifying 
the reasonableness of the rate attacked. In a recent decision of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Geo. A. Hormel & Co. v. OC. M. and St. P. Ry. Co., e¢ al, 26 I.C.C. 
1, 14, the following language occurs :— 


“defendants introduced some testimony as to the increased cost of trans- 
portation by reason of higher price of equipment and greater wages paid 
employees, but such statements can have little weight when presented in the 
abstract with no attempt to locate charges or consider corresponding reduc- 
tions in the cost of transportation resulting from greater efficiency.” 


The railway state in the present case that it is impossible to so segregate costs as 
to give this information. That may be so as the statistics of the companies are at 
present kept. Not being convinced that the companies have conclusively discharged 
‘the onus which it seems to me rested upon them, I am unable to agree in the dis- 
‘position recommended by the majority of the Board. 


j 


| RATES ON APPLES. 
‘CoMPLAINT from the Simcoe Fruits, Ltd., Barrie, Ont., per R. A. Thomas, relative to 
| GL. kh. Pari C. R: 103 and ©. R. 111, which ines not provide for refund on 


less than carload shipments of apples; and 


\Appiication of the Fruit Growers’ Association of Ontario, under section 317, for an 
order directing that all railways subject to the Parliament of Canada shall allow 
| part carloads of fruit charged at carload rate and weight from original point of 
shipment to final destination, to be stopped in transit for completion of load at 
an additional charge of $3 per car for each stop. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, February 26, 1913 :— 

| Application is made for stop-over for completion of carloads of fruit in transit, 
or, in the alternative, for the restoration of the special rate on part lots to concentra- 
tion centres. Application is also made for reimbursement for slatting supplies for 
the floors of cars by shippers. 

_ It is established by various rarer of this Board, as well as by decision of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, that the transit practice is a priv ilege, not a right. 
The following language expresses the position of the Board as set out in the judgment 
}in connection with the application of the Board of Trade of Montreal for an order 
‘directing the C. P. R. Co. to furnish tariffs covering milling-in-transit arrangement 
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on corn received at Montreal by rail from Georgian Bay elevator ports and from 
Detroit, ete., file 12384 :— 


“We cannot require a railway company to establish a milling-in-transit 
rate on anything; it is optional with them to do it. If they choose to do it 
themselves, then they may get under our jurisdiction if it discriminates against 
anybody. But in the absence of any milling-in-transit rate on corn for local 
consumption, I do not see how it can get under our control at all. We cannot 
require them to put in such a rate as I understand it. If they do it and then 
if discrimination follows, it would come under the discrimination clause.” 


The same position applies here. Discrimination not having been established, the 
Board is without power to direct that this privilege shall be given by the railway. 

In the matter of the application for the restoration of the special rate in part 
lots to concentration centres, the situation as disclosed by the Board’s records appears 
to be as follows: From December 10, 1904, when tariffs were first filed under the Act 
(and probably much earlier), down to March 28, 1911, both the Grand Trunk and 
Canadian Pacifie carried apples to concentration points for storage, inspection, o1 
completion of carload and reshipment, at a reduction of one-third from the local 
tariff rates. The combination of the in and out rates was not to be less than the 
through rate from the first shipping point to the final destination, plus 2 cents per 100 
pounds, and if to the concentration point a joint route had to be used, the reduction 
applies only to that portion of the earnings of the company that received the secon 
haul, or reshipment, from that point. On March 29, 1911, the arrangement was 
modified by withdrawing the completion-of-carload concession, and restricting the 
storage and inspection privileges to carloads. ‘ 

The railways have not satisfactorily justified the abrogation of the arrangement 
which has been shown to have been in existence in Ontario for a number of oa 
and an order of the Board should go directing the re-establishment of the hitherto 
existing arrangement—this to be effective within thirty days. . 

The second phase of the application is concerned with the determination of the 
allowance to shippers for slatting furnished by them for the floors of refrigerator 
ears. From the evidence, the allowance is desired in connection with soft fruits, CL. 
peaches and plums. It will be sufficient at present to require the Grand Trunk, the 
Grand Trunk Pacific, the Canadian Pacific, and the Canadian Northern to notify the 
Board not later than April 15 what number of their refrigerator cars in service are 
supplied with slatted floors, and what number are not. When this information is 
received, the Board will then be in a position to determine what allowance should be 
made to shippers furnishing slatting for the floors of cars. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton concurred. 


RE RATE ON BERRIES, SMALL FRUIT AND VEGETABLES. 


Stockton and Mallinson vs. the Dominion Express Company, re rate on: Pr ot 
fruit and vegetables. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. } 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Mabee, April 16, 1912:— 

At the hearing at Regina, the applicants alleged that they were applying for a rate 
on berries, small fruit and vegetables from Lewiston, Idaho; Hood River, Oregon; a 
Ripariz and Walla Walla, Washington; to Regina. 7 

It was stated that the American carriers by express were “most anxious to m 
tariffs with the Dominion Express Company.” It was further stated that it was 0 
a matter for the Dominion Express Company’s concurrence. These features are, 
course, most material, because the Board has no jurisdiction over either the carrie 
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by express from the points mentioned within the United States, or the traffic origin- 
ating thereat. It will be obvious that the Board could not require these carriers to join 
with the respondents in establishing a through rate of $2, with a 15,000-pound mini- 
mum as asked from these foreign ports, because no means exists for enforcing any 
such direction. 

Section 336 of the Railway Act requires joint tariffs to be filed covering all 
traffic carried into Canada from a foreign country; but no order of this Board could 
properly be made directing that such tariff should be filed by the initial carrier, and, 
if made, no such order could be enforced. 

The case closed upon the understanding that the applicants would obtain from 
the Great Northern Express Company a letter signifying its consent or willingness to 
join in such joint tariffs, setting forth the divisions and other material matter or 
expressing its willingness to file such tariffs. While the Board could not require this 
foreign carrier to either file or concur, it might require the respondents to file, if the 
foreign carrier concurred, or concur if the foreign carrier were willing to file tariffs of 
the kind asked for, if they were thought by the Board to be fair and reasonable. 

In a subsequent letter to a representative of the applicants, the Great Northern 
Express Company, it now appears that the traffic manager of that company has refused 
to join in a $2 rate, with division upon the usual basis of local’rates to and from 
Spokane. 

Instead of being able to get the concurrence or consent of the Great Northern 
Express Company it states that it is willing to accept 80 cents per 100 pounds out of 
whatever rate the applicants might make with the respondents based upon 20,000 
pounds minimum. The local rates to Spokane are $1.10 per 100 pounds upon a 15,000 
pound minimum. This reduction proposed by the Great Northern Express Company 
would then be about $5 per car, and in no way meets the claims advanced by the appli- 
eants. The rate covered by respondents’ tariff on these fruits and vegetables, from 
Spokane to Calgary, Regina and Medicine Hat, is $2 per 100 pounds, minimum 20,000 
pounds, and to Strathcona and Saskatoon $2.25 per 100 pounds. This added to the 
Great Northern Express Company’s local to Spokane makes through rates of $3.10 and 
$3.35 respectively. 

The Board has no information before it upon which it could say that $2 would be 
a reasonable joint through rate from these points, even if it had any jurisdiction over 
the haul in the foreign country. 

It was contended at the hearing that the present application was on all fours with 
a joint through tariff of the kind now claimed in effect with the Great Northern 
Express Company it states that it is willing to accept 80 cents per 100 pounds out of 

It was contended at the hearing that the present application was on all fours with 
the application in 1909 of Stockton and Mallinson in regard to freight rates on citrus 
fruits, and that a similar disposition might be made by the Board. However, in 
that case the Canadian Pacific Railway Company had specifically admitted that the 
rate of $1.60 therein referred to was unreasonable. It further developed that the por- 
tion of the rate received by the American carriers concerned was a combination of 
the full local for one carrier, and a percentage for another. When the new rate was 
established, these carriers insisted on having exactly the same amounts under the new 
rate as they had under the old. Actually, therefore, the only change made was in 
the proportion of the through rate received by the Canadian Pacific, In the present 
ease the reinstatement of a rate is required as to certain points to which it formerly 
applied; its extension is also asked for to points to which it was not formerly appli- 
cable. In regard to re-establishing the rate, the American carriers by express have not 
concurred, and the difference in rates is such that it would be unfair to require the 
Dominion Express Company to accept all the shrinkage necessary to bring the through 
rate down to $2. The Board has no power to require the express companies operating 
in American territory to bear any part of this necessary shrinkage. As to the 
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extension of the rate to points in United States to which it did not formerly apply 
the Board has no jurisdiction so to order. 

Difficulties of this character regarding international traffic are continually aris 
ing: no tribunal now exists that can deal with them, and until such body is established, 
shippers and others must be left to work their disputes out with the carriers as best 
they can. 

Application dismissed. 

Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 


EXPRESS RATES. 


Re Canadian Northern Express Company and Central Ontario Railway Company 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Mabee, April 17, 1912:— 

For many years the Dominion and Canadian Express Companies have both oper. 
ated over the lines of the Central Ontario railway, and this gave the towns and villages 
along that line exceptional advantages, in that they had access to all points reached 
by these two companies without the disadvantages that exclusive offices labour under 
Recently, the Canadian Northern Railway Company acquired the Central Ontario 
Railway, and has furnished express service through the medium of the Canadian 
Northern Express Company, the Dominion and Canadian Express Companies with 
drawing. This put the towns along that line of railway at the disadvantage of being 
exclusive offices of the Canadian Northern Express Company, and express traffic pass- 
ing to and from the offices of the Canadian Northern Company upon this line of rail- 
way, and exclusive offices of the Dominion and Canadian Companies now carries the 
sum of the local instead of enjoying the through rate of one company. 

It was explained at the hearing that the express companies are now engaged in 
framing tariffs establishing joint through rates to and from all points in Canada; but | 
as the amount of work involved is very large, it may be some time before these can 
be made effective. 

_ A eonerete example will show how traffic is affected :— 

Under the former system a shipment of poultry from Picton to Ottawa of 185 
pounds earried a charge of $1.48. Now, by reason of this shipment being handled by 
the Canadian Northern Express Company to Trenton, and by the Canadian Express) 
Company from Trenton to Ottawa, the charges are $2.22, or an increase of 50 per cent. 
This arises by combining the local from Picton to Trenton, and the local from that 
point to Ottawa, as against the former single through rate between Picton and Ottawa 

Tt has been held both here and in-the United States that traffic handled by two 
or more companies could well bear a heavier toll than when handled by one only, there 
Leing extra expense in transferring, way-billing, and the like; and the only thing t e 
Board can do is to see that the joint express tariffs, when ready for submission, contain 
reasonable and proper reductions from the sum of the locals. We cannot compel the 
Dominion and Canadian Express Companies to operate over the line of the Central 
Ontario Railway Company. The people along that line enjoy the same express facilities 
that other towns, where only one express company operates, enjoy, except that, as the 
Canadian Northern Express Company has as yet but few offices in Ontario, there will, 
in the meantime, be more exclusive offices against these points than formerly; but 
as the Canadian Northern Railway Company extends its lines, this difficulty will 
gradually disappear. The above illustratioh of the shipment of poultry from Picton 
to Ottawa will be cured in a few months, when the Canadian Northern Railway Com- | 
pany completes its connection here, the old rate of the one company will at once becon 
effective again. 

The acquisition of the Central Ontario Railway Company by the Canadian North- 
ern Railway Company was perfectly legal; the latter company was entirely within tf 
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rights in establishing express service through its allied express company, and this 
necessarily compelled the other two express companies to withdraw from the field. 
This is a condition we cannot control. No hardship results so long as the new tolls 
are not excessive. The people along the line in question are naturally in a complaining 
mood; but they have for years enjoyed better facilities than are afforded at most places 
of greater size, and in a short time will be on a par with most other points outside of 


_ larger cities. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Mr. Commissioner McLean concurred. 


BOYES VS. DOMINION EXPRESS COMPANY. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Mabee, April 18, 1912:— 

Complainant was charged sixty-five cents for return ©.0.D. collection from 
Vancouver to Napanee of $27. 

It was admitted at the hearing that there had been an excess charge of five cents, 
which would be refunded; but the case brings up the principle upon which these 
charges are based, and this matter was not covered by the judgment in the Express 
Inquiry. 

Formerly, expresss companies, after collecting C.O.D. shipments, made return 


of the cash to the shipper, and the charge for this service, as appears by the classifi- 


cation, was based upon merchandise rates. For some years, instead of remitting 
and carrying back the cash, the agent at the delivery office issues an express order 
and posts it direct to the shipper; yet the charge for this is not based upon the scale 
of charges for express orders, but the old merchandise rates still apply. This cannot 
be defended; it is a discrimination against the ©.0.D. shipper, in that a much 
greater charge is made against him, or imposed upon the consignee, than is made 
against another person buying a similar express order for almost similar services. 
It is true these services are not identical; if they were, it would be the plain duty 
of the Board to apply the express order charges to C.O.D. return collections. These 
are facilities supplied by the express companies of great convenience to shippers and 


consignees, and the remuneration to the companies should be upon a liberal basis. 


The present scale of charges, is, however, excessive. The Board has not the necessary 


information before it to fix what might be regarded as fair and remunerative rates 


- to the companies, and leaves it to them to frame tariffs based upon other than mer- 


chandise rates. When these tariffs are prepared and filed, the Board will hear the 


companies in support of their reasonableness, if necessary. These tariffs should be 


filed within three months. cw, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills and McLean con- 
curred. 


EXPRESS DELIVERY LIMITS IN THE CITY OF OTTAWA. 


AppLication of the city of Ottawa, Ontario, under section 29, for an order amending 
order of the Board No. 16147, dated March 18, 1912, establishing a modified 
collection and delivery zone in the city of Ottawa for express companies, so as 
to include within the said zone the whole of Rideau terrace and that part of 
Beechwood avenue within the limits of the said city. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 


"the hearing, July 3, 1912 :— 


The Board has had a good deal of difficulty in deciding on the question of 
delivery limits for express packages, and finally we decided on the principle that we 
would have the suggested delivery limits in any municipality looked over by one 
of our own officials, and we would settle each on its own merits, basing our decision 
on the principle that density of population had to be served. 
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Mr. Hardwell, on March 18, after going over the territory of the city of Ottawa 
with the city engineer, Controller McClenagan, and representatives of the different. 
express companies, recommended the delivery limits which the Board ultimately 
adopted by an order, and in that order it is stated :— 


“Tt is ordered for the present, and until such time as other portions of 
the city are opened up or improved, or further populated, that the .delivery 
limits shall be those described.” 


Now, it has not been shown by the applicants that since Mr. Hardwell made that 
report on the 18th of March last, there has been any change in the conditions 
cenerally to warrant us opening up this matter again. 

Tt is true it is a small matter, and I suppose it would be very convenient to the 
people there to have their parcels delivered. The evidence is that only a few parcels 
would have been delivered since the beginning of the year had the delivery limits 
been extended to include the applicants. But it is not that; it is the question of 
principle. We must have finality, and we must stick to the principle laid down, that 
until such time as the city or any individual is able to show us that any portion of 
the city left out of these limits comes within the provisions of the order, that is, that 
they are improved and further populated, why, we will have to adhere to the limits 
we have already decided on. Therefore, this application is refused. 

Commissioners Mills, McLean and Goodeve concurred. 

- Order made, dismissing application. 


TARIFF ON CREAM. 


ConsiberATION of the Special Local Tariff of Dominion and Canadian Northern Express 
Companies applicable on cream between points in the provinces of Saskatche- 
wan, Alberta and Manitoba, and Ontario, west of Port Arthur, for distances not 
exceeding 300 miles made effective. 

The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
For judgment, see page 11. 


CUTKNIFE STATIONS.—-CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY AND GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC 
RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
For judgment see page 8. 


STATION AT MEATH, ONT. 


APPLICATION, Canadian Pacific Railway Company, under section 358, for approval of 
change in location of station and freight shed at Meath, formerly calle 
Graham’s, Ont., lot 20, concession 2, district of Westmeath, Ontario. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Oral Judgment delivered by Assistant Cuter Coasrmissioner Scott at the close o 
the hearing, June 4, 1912 :— 

The railway company apply to have a new station approved in lieu of the old on 
They point out that there is a crossing of the highway and the railway in the middl 
of the Muskrat river, and they are going to get a better crossing of the railway ove 
the river by going farther west and diverting their line south. 

First of all, as to the bridge over the river: The municipality had a floati 
bridge over the river, running north and south, for some years before the railw: 
came there. When the railway was built, at what I call the old location as shown in 
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black on this plan, they crossed the highway bridge on the level, and in consideration 
of the crossing and a grant of $500 by the municipality, the railway company put the 
highway bridge in shape to cross the river. At that time it was made a permanent 
bridge instead of a floating bridge, as it had been before that. Since then, the railway 
company has maintained the bridge in so far as it aftects the crossing of the railway. 
The railway company now want to divert their line farther south so they can get a 
_ better crossing over the river. There is no reason why they should not move their line 
farther south to carry out this object. 

So far as the highway bridge is concerned, the money voted ($500) was properly 
spent, and the municipality got value for it, and there is no reason why it should be 
paid back. The railway in leaving the bridge and removing their tracks should leave 
the highway bridge which they are abandoning in as good condition as the rest of the 
bridge, that is the portion from which they remove their tracks is to be left in as good 
condition as the rest of the bridge so that the highway bridge will be the same 
throughout. 

Then the other point is in regard to the location of the station. The new station 
is about 250 feet from the highway. That is rather closer than the Board has been 
approving of in the past. It might perhaps be preferable if it were farther away, 
but it is pointed out that the freight buildings will be still farther east and therefore 
farther away from the highway, and that the freight trains will not be stopping in 
such a place that they would interfere with the free travel on the highway. Therefore 
the location of the station as asked will be approved. We had Inspector Clark go on 
the ground to examine and report, and he recommends that the location as asked for 
be approved. 

When the old station was built a roadway was built in from this highway, a road- 
way running east and west, and that roadway cost about $200. The railway company 
got a deed from a Mr. Graham, and the municipality contributed $100 towards it. 

At the time that $100 was voted, the municipal council passed a resolution on 
“May 28, 1899: “That the sum of $100 be granted to the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company for the purchase of a road to Graham’s station, on condition that the com- 
pany be responsible for the opening of the road and the keeping of it in proper 
condition.” Now the actual piece of ground that road was on is going to be taken by 
the railway for its new tracks. It is true that the railway company are providing a 
road on their own property north as an approach to the station and freight sheds, 
_ shown in dotted lines on this plan, but the fact is that they are now taking a road to 
which the municipality contributed $100, and they are going to use that road for the 
location of their railway. We think that a condition to the granting of this application 
should be that that $100 be paid back. In other respects the application is granted. 

Dr. Mitts: I might say that I concur, except that in my judgment the station 
should be about 400 feet from the crossing, and I see no difficulty in its being so placed. 

Commissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred in Assistant Chief Commissioner 
Scott’s judgment. 

Order made granting application in terms of the judgment of Assistant Ohief 
Commissioner Scott. 


STATION LOCATION, CASSIAR DISTRICT, B.C. 


Appxication of Robert Kelly, for an order approving of the location of station to be 
constructed by the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway on lot 882, group 1, Cassiar 
District, B.C., and restraining the location of any station on lot 851, group 1, 
Cassiar district; and application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway for 
approval of location of station grounds and station on lot 851, group 1, Cassiar 
District, B.C. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 
Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, June 10, 1912:— 
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By the Board’s order No. 15727 of December 19, 1911, the railway company was 
ordered to provide and construct a station on lot 882, group 1, in the Cassiar distriet 
of British Columbia. The application of the railway for the approval of the location 
of station grounds and station on lot 851, group 1, Cassiar district of the province of 
British Columbia, was in terms of the said order, refused, and the railway company 
was restrained by said order from locating a station at that point. 

Subsequently, on the petition of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company, the 
matter was taken before the Governor in Council, and as a result of the hearing the 
Governor in Council issued an order in the matter rescinding the order of the Board 


above referred to, and stating :— 


“Tt was made to appear that several different interests directly affected 
by the location of the stations in question had not had as full opportunity to 
set forth their respective views as would seem just and desirable, and that there- 
fore in their judgment the aforesaid applications of Robert Kelly and of the 
Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company should be remitted to the Board of 
Railway Commissioners for Canada for reconsideration, and that all parties 
interested in the matter of the said application should have leave to make such 
further application to the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada as they 


might be advised.” 


Following this the order of the Governor in Council remitted the matter to the 
Board, stating that it was :— 


“for re-consideration, and that all parties interested in the matters of the said 
applications have leave to make such further application to the Board of Rail- 
way Commissioners for Canada as they may be advised.” 


The matter was heard at length by the Board from June 4 until June 6. A large 
amount of material was submitted, the exact value of much of this from the stand- 
point of evidence is more than questionable. It was not, however, to be expected that, 
in a section which has not as yet experienced the advantages of railway development, 
the views expressed as to the effects of the railway dvelopment in connection with the 
question of station sites, could be other than speculative. \ 

As to the provision of the original order requiring the location of a station on lot 
882, after careful consideration, I am unable to see that this should be varied. The 
views expressed by the late Chief Commissioner in his judgment are as pertinent to 
the location of this station now as when uttered. It is a situation which the railway 
has created for itself, and for the Board to assent to the modification of this term of 
the order would make it an assenting party to a vital injustice. 

In the original hearing the views of the residents of the present town of Hazelton 
were not to any extent before us; nor was there developed in the record the way in 
which their interests from the standpoint of traffic convenience were affected by the 
Board’s restraining the railway company from building on lot 851. It may be said, 
parenthetically, that it appeared in the re-hearing that the proposed station was 
actually to be placed on lot 9 instead of lot 851. This confusion may have arisen from 
the fact that the station grounds extend on to lot 851. However, this is mentioned not 
because it has any material bearing upon the original order, but because the statement 
is necessary to correctness. 

A considerable amount of evidence and opinion was presented in the re-hearing 
in regard to the highway methods of approach to the proposed station on lot 882, and 
the proposed station on lot 9 spoken of as South Hazelton. Statements were sub- 
mitted as to the cost of bridging the Bulkley river. There were also expressions of 
opinion as to the intention of the Provincial Government in this respect. These ex- 
pressions were not, however, sufficiently definite to permit one to form any conclusion 
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as to where the bridges, if built, would ultimately be built by the Provincial Govern- 
ment or where the highways would be located. 

It appears from the evidence of the representatives of the present town of Hazel- 
ton that some point nearer to them than the location on lot 882 would be of greater 
convenience to them from a traffic standpoint. It also appears that at the present 
town of Hazelton there is now the convenience of water transportation, and that it is 
desired that in the new location a similar convenience should exist. 

Giving due weight to the mass of material presented at the hearing, much of it 
contradictory, much of it conjectural, I am of opinion that the representatives of the 
present town of Hazelton have made out a case for a station location nearer to them 
than would be afforded by the location on lot. 882. 

The second paragraph of the operative portion of order 15727 which restrained 
the railway company as to location of station grounds and station should, therefore, be 
rescinded, and it should be open to the railway to make application for approval of a 
station site which will give adequate facilities to the people of Hazelton. The 
original plan for the location of the station at South Hazelton which is before us, 
shows that the railway, in the layout of the station grounds and sidings, departed 
from practically everything which it has considered as a standard from the standpoint 
of engineering and operating practice. Had the Board required the railway to locate 
a station under the engineering and operating conditions which it itself chose in 
this case, there undoubtedly would have been the most strenuous objection upon the 
part of the railway. When called upon by the railway to approve of such station site 
as it may deem convenient for the people of Hazelton, the Board cannot, and will not 
be oblivious of the standard which the railway has chosen for itself. 

The Assistant Chief Commissioner and Commissioner Mills concurred. 


G.T.P, AND C.P.R. STATIONS AT DRUID, SASK. 


Petition of the residents and property owners of Druid, Sask., and vicinity, that 
the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway install a station at that point close to the 
Canadian Pacific Railway station, in order to make the construction of a 
transfer track between the two roads feasible. 


The facts are fully set out in the judgment. 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, June 17, 1912 :— 

This application was heard at Saskatoon. Coupled with it is the application of 
the Grand Trunk. Pacific for the approval of its station at Dodsland which it dealt with 
under File 19440. 

The Canadian Pacific branch from Kerrybert to Rosetown approaches the Calgary- 
Biggar branch of the Grand Trunk Pacific about mileage 44 on the Canadian Pacific 
branch and runs alongside of it for a distance of about three and a half miles on the 
north side. It then crosses to the south siae about one mile from Druid station on 
the Canadian Pacific. Dodsland station, as proposed by the Grand Trunk Pacific, will 
be about one and a half miles west of Druid. Petitioners from Druid desire to have 
the Dodsland location placed north of Druid so that the Dodsland development may 
be between the two locations. 

It is unfortunate that the growth should be dissipated between the two stations. 
But except where the Board is justified in intervening because of discriminatory 
treatment it is not its function to deal with the possible growth of a new town. It 
is the Board’s function to sce, in so far as possible, that there are proper facilities for 
as large as possible a portion of the public using the railways, The evidence presented 


is contradictory. This is usually the case in applications in which townsites, whether 


sa 


belonging to private individuals or to railways, are involved, At least as many 
people favour the proposed Dodsland location as oppose it. On the whole it appears 
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that the proposed location at Dodsland in co-operation with the station at Druid will 
reasonably serve more of the public using the railway than would the proposed reloca- 
tion. ‘4 : 
As to the transfer track, this is a matter which may be dealt with when the need 
therefor is shown. The present disposition as to the transfer track in no way preju- 


dices a later application. 
The Assistant Chief Commissioner concurred. 


STATION, LAC DU BONNET, MANITOBA. 


Prrition from the residents of the village of Lac du Bonnet, Man., asking that the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company be directed to change the present location 
of its station to a point near the village or opposite a road allowance. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close 
of the hearing, July 18, 1912 :— 

We feel this way about this: It is certainly to the advantage of the munici- 
pality if we can have the station moved, but the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
went there before there was any townsite where you have it now, and they in good 
faith established their station where it is, and while it would undoubtedly be con- 
venient to the public to have it moved, we do not think we are justified in putting 
the whole expense on the railway company. They might share it. I think we will 
have to ask you to try and find out either from Mr. McArthur, or somebody else 
interested, what contribution he is prepared to make. If we order the railway com- 
pany to move the station, how much will you contribute to the cost. It is a question 
of cost, and you can find out how much money you will contribute. We cannot 
saddle all the cost on the railway company. 

Concurred in by Mr. Commissioner Goodeve. 


STATION AT FORWARD, SASK. 


Appiication of the town of Forward, Sask., for order directing the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company to furnish a station, telegraph service, &c., at that point. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close 
of the hearing, July 22, 1912:— 
In this matter the Canadian Pacific Railway Company established a station at — 
the town of Forward some time ago and spent a considerable sum of money. Three 
elevators were erected there and other buildings, and a municipality organized under 
the laws of the province. Subsequently it appeared to the people of that village that 
the Canadina Northern was going to cross the Canadian Pacific some distance west, 
and they feared that the establishment of townsites on the Canadian Northern might 
be injurious to their business; also they discovered that the water at Forward was not. 
as good as could be got elsewhere. For this and perhaps other reasons they desired to 
move the station of Forward to the place where the Canadian Northern would 
cross the Canadian Pacific track, a distance of one mile and eight-tenths, we are told. 
Negotiations were carried on between the people and the Canadian Pacific Rail- 
way Company to get the station moved, and while the district agent, Mr. Duval, in 
one telegram gave them some encouragement, still, at a later date, in an interview 
with Mr. Whyte, the vice-president, and in a letter from him, they were not encouraged 
in the undertaking, and the Canadian Pacific Railway Company gave no promise 
and are under no obligation to carry out anything. They said nothing which would 
lead these people to believe the station would be moved. 
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The applicants now say “We are not before you asking for the removal of the 
station; we are before you asking for the establishment of a station at this point of 
junction with the C.N.R. We do not care if they continue their existing station, 
telegraph operator, and so on, at that town. Our application is for a station and 
agent at this new location, which is shown on this map at West Forward; that is, at 
the point where the Canadian Northern crosses.” 

Dealing with it in that way, we find that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
has a station and agent and suitable facilities within two miles of this point, and it is 
not the policy of the Board to establish facilities as close as two miles. Usually it 
is about 8 or 10 miles apart where facilities of that kind are established. 

We do not see that the Canadian Pacific Railway is under any obligation at all 
to move, and as it has a station at Forward and has these facilities within two miles 
of the new location, we do not see that we should order them to go to the expense 
of creating a station at the point applied for. It may be in their own interests, it 
would be wise for them to move, but they are here opposing it, and opposing it very 
strongly, and, under these circumstances, we do not see that we can grant this 
application. 

I might say that an additional reason for refusing it is that the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company has a townsite at Forward, where they have spent money, where 
they have some vested interests, and it would be indeed hard for us to order them to 
leave their own investment and go elsewhere and in that way suffer financial loss. 

The parties have been in negotiation with the Canadian Northern, and have 
received encouragement from that company. The Canadian Northern has not yet 
located its station on that line, but it is to-day stopping its trains and taking on and 
setting off traffic at that point, and therefore, it is more than likely that the Canadian 
Northern will establish a station at West Forward. In fact there would be strong 
ground for the Board interfering if the Canadian Northern did not establish a station 
there, if the evidence of these interviews with Mr. McKenzie and Mr. Mcleod is 
correct. Of course, we have not heard the Canadian Northern on that point, and it 
is in no way bound by anything said here to-day. 

Under these circumstances, the application is refused. 

Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order made, refusing application. 


LOADING PLATFORM, ERICKSON, B.C. 


-AppLIcATION of E. J. C. Richardson, Erickson, B.C., for an Order directing removing 
of loading platform at that point to a more convenient site. 


Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, at the close of 
the hearing, July 25, 1912 :-— 

In this matter the application is to have the station at a place called Erickson 
moved farther north-east to what the applicants say is a more desirable location. More 
desirable because it is near a Government road. The present station has been reached 
by a forced or trespass road over private property. We are told that the owners of 
that property are now fencing this and preventing access to the station. 

The Canadian Pacific Railway Company produce a letter from the Provincial 
Government of British Columbia stating that they are going to build a Government 
road, and they want to know if the station is to be moved. We think that if that Gov- 
ernment road is built, it will serve the people as an access to the station, and will 
remove largely their reason for asking for the moving of the station to a point farther 
northeast. 

The railway company objects to moving the station. It was put there three years 
ago, apparently in the right place, because it was near a mill where there was some 
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traffic. The mill now, we are told, is going to be removed. However, the railway com- — 
pany have a siding there at present, and if access is to be established to the station, 
there is no necessity for putting the railway company to the expense of moving their 
station and siding to this new location, particularly as it is pointed out that owing 
to the location of the land at the site where they want the station moved to, there 
would be considerable filling to be done, and the siding could not be placed there with- 
out considerable expense. 

We will represent to the British Columbia Government that provided a road is 
built to the station, we have decided not to grant this application. Of course, if the 
Government do not build the road, we will have to take the matter up again, and 
perhaps order the removal of the station; but if the road is built in the near future, 
the application will be refused. 

Chief Commissioner Drayton and Commissioners Mills and Goodeve concurred. 

Order, refusing application, issued. 


STATION LOCATION, SOUTH HAZELTON, B.C. 


Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company under section 258, for 
an order approving of a station location on its line at South Hazelton, on lot 
9, Cassiar district, B.C. 


Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, October 2, 1912 :— 

The judgment rendered June 10, 1912, specifically reaffirmed the provision of 
the original order directing that a station should be constructed on lot 882. It was 
also stated that the representatives of the present town of Hazelton had made out 
a case for a station location nearer to them than would be afforded by the location 
on lot 882. 

The plans of the proposed station at South Hazelton have been received, and the 
Board is in receipt of application of parties who desire to be heard in opposition. 
Mr. Smellie desires to be heard on behalf of the owners of land at New Hazelton. 
Messrs. Pringle and Guthrie state that the clients whom they represent are principally 
at New Hazelton. 

So far as New Hazelton is ey a station has been ordered there. The 
Board has found that a station at some point closer to Old Hazelton is necessary. To 
now hear the application of the representatives of New Hazelton would be to grant a 
re-hearing. There has to be some finality. Every party concerned has been given 
ample opportunity to be heard, and at full length. There is no necessity of hearing 
anything more so far as New Hazelton’s objection is concerned. 

There remains the consideration of the engineering and operating features per- 
taining to the proposed station at South Hazelton. In the judgment of June 10, 
1912, it was said:— 


“The original plan for the location of the station at South Hazelton, 
which is before us, shows that the railway, in the layout of the station grounds 
and sidings, departed from practically everything which it has considered as 
a standard from the standpoint of engineering and operating practice. Had 
the Board required the railway to locate a station under the engineering and 
operating conditions, which it itself chose in this case, there undoubtedly 
would have been the most strenuous objection on the part of the railway. When ~ 
called upon by the railway to approve of such station site as it may deem con- 
venient for the people of Hazelton, the Board cannot, and will not be oblivio 
of the standard which the railway has chosen for itself.” 


The Board’s chief engineer and chief operating officer, in reporting on the pl 
now submitted by the Grand Trunk Pacific, say :— 
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“The plans attached to application would indicate that the Grand Trunk 
Pacific Railway now proposes to locate passenger and freight station at South 
Hazelton, with short siding for the handling of carload freight, while previous 
plans submitted showed passenger and freight station with passing track for 
| the meeting of and passing of trains.” 
This siding is about eight hundred feet in length. There is an improvement 
over the situation disclosed in the plan formerly filed to this extent, viz., within the 
headblocks of the siding as proposed by the railway, the line is changed from a two 
degree curve to a tangent with a length of one thousand feet. Aside from this im- 
provement there still exists at the proposed location the maximum grade and curves 
which have previously been very strongly objected to by the Grand Trunk Pacific, 
when it has been claimed that public convenience demanded the location of a station 
on maximum grade and curvature. 

I entirely agree with the considered opinion expressed by the Board’s chief operat- 
ing officer and chief engineer that “the proposed location is not a desirable one 
either from a railway engineering or operating standpoint.” It is highly probable 
that the gradients and curvature will lead to controversy in the future in respect 
to the handling of the traffic. With the increase in population and traffic, either 
of Hazelton or of South Hazelton, or of both of these places, there may be a desire 
to have the through passenger trains stop at South Hazelton. It is highly probable 
that the railway would object to this on account of the grades and curves. The same 
condition would arise as regards handling freight. The railway would probably not 
want to stop its through freight trains, to set out or pick up important cars, on account 
of the grade and curvature. Under such conditions the freight to or from this point 
would have to be handled exclusively on local way freight trains. It can readily be 
understood that this will be objected to. The passing track on the plans before the 
Board is at New Hazelton. 

In regard to the engineering and operating features, the Board has, in more than 

one instance, recognized the justice of the plea of the Grand Trunk Pacific that it 
should not be compelled to construct its stations, or even give siding facilities on any- 
thing approximating its maximum grade. It has recognized also the plea that the 
railway should not be required to build a station on a three degree curve. Here the 
Board is asked to approve a layout which involves running off a six-degree curve on to 
a five-degree one. 
Were thd only considerations involved those of engineering and operating, I 
_ would have no hesitation in saying that in my opinion the plans should not be sanc- 
tioned. But the Board is faced by the question that facilities are required by the 
public. Limited and inadequate as the facilities at South Hazelton must inevitably 
be, as the traffic tributary to this station expands, the people of Old Hazelton appear to 
be willing to accept them. If they are willing to accept them with their eyes open, it 
does not seem to me that the Board should withhold its sanction. 

The plan as submitted may be sanctioned. 

It is obvious that the question of station location and the determination of where, 
im response to a proved public need, a station should be located is a question of par- 
ticular facts. So far as the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway is concerned, the present 
application frees the hands of the Board in dealing in future with pleas of maximum 
- grades and curves where these are the only arguments advanced against public needs. 

Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 

Judgment, Mr. Commissioner McLean, October 30, 1912 :— 

The reasons for judgment and the draft order in this application have been 
allowed to stand for a limited time because of the representations of counsel repre- 
senting certain interests in and around New Hazelton. It was represented that new 
and material evidence could be submitted, and a limited time was allowed so that the 
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3oard might be satisfied from the statements indicating the nature of the evidence 
to be submitted whether a re-hearing should be granted. 

There are now before the Board telegraphic statements from the Board of Trade 
of Old Hazelton favouring the South Hazelton location. There are also counter tele- 
grams alleging that only a bare majority of those present at the Board of Trade meet- 
ing which passed the resolution in question favoured it. It is also stated that a 
majority of the members of the Board of Trade are opposed to having two stations, 
and favour a single station at New Hazelton. 

Tt is alleged in the course of these counter telegrams that the approval of the 
South Hazelton location in addition to New Hazelton will “tend to prolong the town- 
site controversy, which has been a great detriment to business generally.” The Board 
is not going to mingle in townsite matters qua townsite. It will intervene in the 
matter of station accommodation only where there is a public need for a station, or 
where the railway has entered into an agreement binding itself to establish a station. 
Aside from what is outlined in the preceding section, it is not concerned with whether 
two townsites grow where one grew before. There may be abuses in the matter of 
location of townsites; there may be too many of them; some of them may be simply 
the capitalization of an iridescent optimism. But, be this as it may, there is no 
within the four corners of the Railway Act any statement that the Board is the 
official guardian of townsites, and the Railway Act nowhere over-rules the necessity 
of investors exercising common sense. 

It is also alleged in support of the application for a re-hearing, that the Grand 
Trunk Pacific is refusing to haul freight and passengers to New Hazelton. All that 
need be said on this is that leave to carry traffic as far as the South Hazelton site 
was applied for and granted. No application for leave to carry traffic on additiona 
mileage east of this has been received by the Board. 

The whole question is whether Old Hazelton is to have on the South Hazelton 
location traffic facilities in addition to those afforded by New Hazelton. The Board 
has already decided this. 

Order approving the South Hazelton location plan as filed should now go. 

The Assistant Chief Commissioner concurred. 

Order issued accordingly. 

Orrawa, October 80, 1912. 


SHUNTING ON FERGUSON AVENUE, HAMILTON. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Judgment, Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott, May 29, 1912 :— 

This is a complaint of the city of Hamilton and some residents on Ferguson 
avenue about the disturbance created by the Grand Trunk Railway Company shunting 
trains on that avenue, which has been before the Board on several occasions, and was, 
the last time it was up, allowed to stand to give the Grand Trunk Railway Company 
an opportunity of advising the Board what it proposed to do towards eliminating the 
annoyance complained of. It appears that the Grand Trunk Railway Company have 
largely discontinued shunting at night, but as they start work at five o’clock in the 
morning, this undoubtedly gives just cause for complaint. It is also stated that the 
constant shunting during the day time is a nuisance, and has the effect of depreciating 
the value of property on Ferguson avenue within the territory affected by the shunting. 

It appears that the predecessor in ownership of the tracks on Ferguson avenue, 
the Hamilton and Lake Erie Railway Company, was given permission to carry its line 
of railway along Ferguson avenue by the municipal council of the city of Hamilton 
in a resolution passed on the 12th February, 1872, which reads :— 


Resolved—That permission be and is hereby given to the Hamilton anc 
Lake Erie Railway to carry the line of railway along the whole or such portio: 
as they may see fit, of all or any, or either of the streets in this city lyi 
between Emerald street on the east, Ferguson avenue, Nelson street and Cherry 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 289 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


streets on the west, including the said streets named and the streets lying 
_between the northern and southern boundaries of the city, and extending to the 
westward from Emerald street aforesaid within said limits, and that a copy of 
this resolution duly certified be delivered by the clerk to the said railway 
company.” : 


In the year 1904 the Grand Trunk Railway Company established a freight yard 
and built a substantial freight shed on the west side of Ferguson avenue, known as 
she Cannon Street yard. After the establishment of this yard shunting was commenced 
m: Ferguson avenue to get cars in and out of the Cannon Street yard. The volume 
of this shunting has increased with the volume of traffic handled in the Cannon Street 
yard. ‘This increase has been very substantial, due to the great commercial develop- 
ment in Hamilton within the past few years. The result now is, that such a use of 
Ferguson avenue, in the neighbourhood of the Cannon Street yard, is made by the 
railway company which was not in contemplation by any one at the time the permis- 
sion to carry its line along Ferguson avenue was given to the Hamilton and Lake Erie 
Railway Company in 1872. - ; 

The Board has on more than one occasion, and particularly in the case of Hardisty 
itreet, Fort William, made it a condition of the occupation of a street by a railway 
company’s tracks running along that street, that the railway company should compen- 
sate landowners injuriously affected, because of the operation of the railway on the 
uighway tf such landowners had not been compensated in some other way. 

In the present case, we cannot, of course, review what took place at the time the 
ermission was given to the Hamilton and Lake Erie Railway Company to lay its 
racks on Ferguson avenue. I have no doubt at that time the public were so anxious 
‘or the establishment of railway facilities that the people of Hamilton, including those 
vho owned land on Ferguson avenue, welcomed the advent of the railway; but, as I 
iave already suggested, the use of the avenue as it is now used by the shunting in and 
mt of Cannon Street yard, is something which was not contemplated by those affected 
vyhen the arrangement of 1872 was consummated. I therefore think that those in- 
uriously affected by this shunting should receive compensation. The Grand Trunk 
Railway Company should be ordered to compensate them accordingly by paying 
lamages, to be fixed by arbitration if necessary. It may be, that the Grand Trunk can 
nake a more satisfactory arrangement for all concerned by purchasing the lands 
iffected outright, instead of compensating the owners. I think they should have 
he option of doing either and that they should be permitted to use the expropriation 
jowers of the Railway Act if they desire to acquire title to the lands affected. 

This decision will be for the benefit only of those landowners on either side of 
ferguson avenue from Cannon street southerly to Rebecca street, the zone affected 
yy this shunting. 

Some of the property on Ferguson avenue, between Cannon street and Rebecca 
treet has changed hands since the establishment of the Cannon Street yard. The 
yarchasers of such property bought it with notice of the existing conditions, and 
herefore are not entitled to compensation. The order should be limited to existing 
andowners within the territory described who were the owners of their property prior 
o the establishment of the Cannon Street yard. 

- Commissioner Goodeve concurred. 


Cc. N. R. AND QUEBEC RIFLE ASSOCIATION. 


\PPLICATION, Quebee Rifle Association, for an order directing the Canadian Northern 
Railway to stop its trains at a point opposite the Pointe Aux Trembles Rifle 
Association, and to have special rates to and from this point. 

| Oral judgment delivered by Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott at the close of 

he hearing, June 11, 1912 :— 

 20e—19 
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It appears that the Quebec Rifle Association is being served by the Termina 
Railway as best it can with its present facilities. There is no train on the Canadian 
Northern that could be ordered to stop going either way. It would mean that ; 
special train would have to be put on by the Canadian Northern, and this they object 
to. It is pointed out that there is a contract between the two companies that the 
Canadian Northern will not do local business on the island. We are not bound by 
that contract, but nevertheless it is an element to be considered. Bearing these facts 
in wind, we think we would not be justified in ordering the Canadian Northern 
give the train service asked. The application is refused. 

Qommissioners McLean and Goodeve concurred. 

Order, refusing application, issued. 


UNIFORM RULES GOVERNING THE DETERMINATION OF VISUAL ACUITY, COLOUR PERCEPTION, AND 
HEARING OF RAILWAY EMPLOYEES ON STEAM RAILWAYS. . 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 
For judgment. see page 52. 


PASSENGER SERVICE FROM WINNIPEG TO LE PAS, MAN, 


Application of residents of Le Pas, Man., for through passenger and Pullman 
service from Winnipeg to Le Pas. 
The Chief Commissioner :— 
This is an application of the Board of Trade of Le Pas, Man., for a Pullman car 
service between Winnipeg and Le Pas. 
The Board has had the matter carefully looked into by its operating department 
with a view of determining whether or not the business offering at Le Pas would 
justify an order as asked. 
After checking up the possible earnings, the report shows that there is not suffi- 
cient business to warrant our making the order. which is, therefore, refused. 
December 26, 1912. 
Commissioner McLean concurred. 


Orrawa, December 27, 1912. 


FEDERATION OF THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE PROVINCE OF QUEBEC AND THE SOU 
EASTERN RAILWAY. 


The facts are fully set forth in the judgment. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 6, 1913 :— 

This is an application made by the Federation of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the province of Quebec asking that the Southeastern Railway, between Drummondville 
and the city of Sorel, which is actually controlled by the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company, and which has received subsidies from the province of Quebec and the city 
of Sorel, be re-opened with the least possible delay. 

In 1869, the Richelieu, Drummond and Arthabasea Railway Company was inco 
porated with powers to build from Drummondville to Sorel, a distance of thirty-five 
miles (32 Vic. Chap. 36, Que.). The corporation of Sorel, in 1870, passed its by-law 
No. 89, subseribing for stock in the company to the extent of forty thousand dollars. 
In 1871, a subsidy was voted by the Provincial Legislature to aid the construction of 
the company’s bridge over the Yamaska river, at Yamaska; and again, in 1872, a 
further aid was voted. 

By an Act of the province passed in 1869, the Southeastern Railway Company wa 
also incorporated, with rights in largely the same territory as the Richelieu, D 
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mond, and Arthabasca Railway Company; and in 1874, by a further provineial Act, 
the two companies were amalgamated under the name of the Southeastern Railway 
Company. 

In 1875, further municipal bonuses were asked and some granted. 

The railway was built and put in operation from Sorel to Sutton J unction, a dis- 
tance of ninety-five miles, including in its length that portion now asked to be 
re-opened. 

Mr. Lalonde, the Board’s assistant chief operating officer who has investigated 
the matter, reports that the railway was kept in operation until about July, 1878, 
when it was taken over by the Canadian Pacific Railway Company and formed part 
of that system; and that four trains were operated daily over the section now in 
question, two running each way. ‘He also reports that, at that time, traffic was of the 
greatest importance, and that the line was the principal feeder of the Montreal and 
Boston Air Line; and that, if the lire were to-day opened for traffic, similar conditions 
would exist. 

The railway was continued to be operated, apparently by the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company, until the autumn of 1892, when the bridge over the Yamaska river 
was carried away by flood and ice. The company thereupon discontinued the service 
between Yamaska. and Sorel, on the one side—a distance of ten miles—and between 
Yamaska and St. Guillaume—a distance of fifteen miles—and the company, in 
December, 1893, abandoned that part of the line between St. Guillaume and Drum- 
mondville, and closed it to the public; the result being that, since December, 1893, 
that portion of the line which it is now proposed to re-open, has been abandoned and 
closed. 

Mr. Lalonde further reports that, on September 6, 1899, the Canadian Pacific 
Railway Company sold the abandoned part of the line, between Sorel and Yamaska, 
to the South Shore Railway Company for twenty-five thousand dollars, and that that 
part of the line was rebuilt by the latter company, and is now operated by the Quebec, 
Montreal, and Southern Railway Company. 

Nothing further has been done with the line from Yamaska to Drummondville, 
except that, in 1891, all the rails were lifted, and there is now no sign of a railway 
through that territory. 

For the purpose of the disposition I propose to make of the ease, I am going to 
assume that the railway company stopped the service and removed the railway in 
defiance of the express demands and interests of the neighbourhood, resulting in loss 
to the people of the district, not only in respect to bonuses given, but by lack of rail- 
way facilities that they were well entitled to. Under such circumstances, is there the 
slightest jurisdiction in the Board to make an order? In my view, there is none. 

The Railway Board was only constituted in the year 1903; the wrong now com- 
plained of happened ten years before. While undoubtedly to-day the Board would 
not allow any railway company to discontinue, permanently, operations simply because 
a bridge was carried away, it is impossible to say that there is the slighest jurisdiction 
in the Board to order that a service which ceased ten years before the Board’s 
inception, and, under these circumstances, should be continued. The application is 
really not an application to re-open for service; it means the reconstruction, practi- 
‘ally, ofa line, part of which, further, is now operated by another system. It may be 
that, under the bonuses which some of the municipalties or the Provincial Legislature 
has granted, a redress may be had as a matter of contract; but if this is the ease, the 
remedy is not to re-open this non-existent line, but in damages, which may be recovered 
in the appropriate court. 


The application will, therefore, be dismissed. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner Scott and Commissioners Mills and McLean 
coneurred. 
20ce—194 
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LONDON. AND LAKE ERIE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY VS. CERTAIN TOWNSHIP MUNICIPALITIES 
ON THE LINE OF ITS RAILWAY. 


Judgment,, Mr. Commissioner Mills, January 14, 1913 :— 

In re the application of W. W. Warburton, general manager of the London and 
Lake Erie Transportation Company, which operates a line of railway between London 
and Port Stanley, Ontario, for authority to change the places at which it makes stops 
in accordance with the terms of certain township by-laws which granted franchises to 
the said company. The applicant company alleges that the present places of stop- 
ping, fixed by the said by-laws, are within unreasonable distances, and it asks the 
Board to assist it in arranging for new stopping places regardless of the provisions 
ef the said by-laws. ; 

In a word, I would say, without raising the question of jurisdiction, that, in my 
opinion, the Board should not assume the responsibility of setting aside agreements 
covered by by-laws such as those referred to in Mr. Warburton’s letter. If any 
changes in stopping places fixed by the said by-laws are desired, the company should, 
IT think, negotiate with the municipalities interested. 

Judgment, Chief Commissioner Drayton, January 20, 1913 :— 

I agree with Commissioner Mills in the disposition that he would make of this. 
case. 

The submission of the applicant company is that it should be permitted to change 
the places at which it is compelled to make stops, in accordance with the terms of 
certain municipal by-laws, 'on the ground that public convenience will be served 
by cutting out entirely a number of the stops, the applicant company being of the 
view that there are too many of them and at unreasonably short distances. 

The franchise under which the applicant company operates was granted the 
South Western Traction Company under municipal by-law. The lines of the South 
Western Traction Company being taken over by the applicant company, that company 
is bound by these franchises and by the by-laws. 

Section 11 of the Act incorporating the London and Lake Erie Company provides 
that :— , 

“Nothing in this Act, or done under or by virtue of the powers hereby 
granted shall alter or affect the provisions of any municipal by-law heretofore 
passed relating to the South Western Traction Company and confirmed by 
agreement with the said company, or to any portion of the South Western 
Traction Company’s railway heretofore constructed, or which may hereafter be 
constructed by the company, or contained in any agreement between any muni- 
cipality and the South Western Traction Company; but all such agreements 
and by-laws shall continue and remain in force as between the municipality 
and the company.’ 


The application must be dismissed. 
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APPENDIX ‘D.’ 


Sir,—I have the honour to submit for the Eighth Report of the Board, a memo- 
randum of the Freight, Passenger, Express, Telephone, Telegraph and Sleeping 
and Parlour Car Schedules filed with the Board from November 1, 1904, when, 
by order of the Board, under the authority of section 311 of the Railway Act, 
1903, the railway companies commenced filing their tariffs, to March 31, 1912, and 
from April 1, 1912, to March 31, 1913, inclusive; also, of the more important orders 
relating to traffic, issued by the Board to March 21, 1913 :— 


SCHEDULES RECEIVED FROM NOVEMBER 1, 1904, TO AND INCLUDING 
MARCH 31, 1912. 


Freight— ; 
OCA MUCR LOL e ge etn NE BAe ire fay <b eee) ea a ot Hole 4G aha ors 5,503 
STD DILCIMCT tte Meet a Ae eas nee son ier LOO 18,668 
LOLI PARC TULS seein PAT SRM ie. Waal ice tec ay! tosh age. Suck Yael eye 10,628 
Supplemeontcsem errr hi eea se ee. cs 688,162 44,390 
TCO AION Ae baTItL Scr ines so 5) dela setthernet ten. iva ele. ele Melee vere 37,192 
SHipplenients ame mL me te Miseme Weick Sicln ae, 2 SO 000 172,253 
e Dosa: 
Passenger— , : 
PO CUIMCAT A SOM aener Mere tak cisitctel mis Cra ees, te. sell cenek si a 4,628 
f SUPDLEMICN US cree ewe Use) free ccs. Sue) en cee Ws, wie) (the 4,016 8,644 
VORTNE ABV A CIN OM aos eke Cle Ors Oe ETC ee 2,223 
SHADE SNES, OE Gn g SUD Go MODE Om tno came Croan Dac 3,438 5,661 
MDTECLOALIONAUMCATIEE Sie reper sie) wcle cps) se. eve Pete? sa ele cele ene *8,657 
{ SUIDDUCTINCIIES eee ngrmd RIC hs) Se she. al svey leg) ete levee’ Coke. tee 9,336 17,993 
*32,298 
Express— 
HROCALMECIEILES ene Re Mere ite che) > ayer cea oss ee! cnn alee slog tious 4,118 
SUDDICIMEIES sets ceo iee rie Se) ccknwtek cus, qe weelios lelen Be 26,166 30,284 
PEQUIA ESL S ar ener ee tea esis cctte clas «sys cle, Veletg ate a = * 1,589 
SUID LOMCILLS Ge mmemecae get ee ok ies Meicg y ese) syenires 8,413 10,002 
ICCTA CIOMAL SCALES ORNs once sf te Sic) cone! le ales wet mie sue 15693 
STU Lerm Clits aetrcrsin Cetus pre slaie. galeria), Wey Valen reve ene ei 878 2,571 
42,857 
Telephone— é 
EOC] MECAILLS veer a rai ce) trav em talave ne ata al) sss) vee: wel sie 38 804 
MUD NETITCIIUS rar av uteie treicy Paps foun lel We eh Mee sw) 6.8 sl oles 687 1,491 
LOLI tmtar Ecsite petiee eid fs Spates Lon fares e.eis eral sate) Few Ways) Wate 1,820 
SUID DLermemtcne mri: Gera olny misust tye, <Uss oKe) pa olree waailow Pies ts 1,090 2,910 
LerIati OMA ls tamitis arate ceee dete sore eis) ee Melee pie) soot oe ere 421 
TTD DLOTIVCHIER Meee Sucn rote Pousece sistas -~scoqia eye), ssw, Seppe wane 3,340 Sah Od: 
8,162 
Sleeping and Parlour Car— 
LUGS IR eh gg bngs ye CANES) A ge Oe ee er en 47 
> SUPPLSMICNUS tactiasies ae!) laws) anon) ode cos bo ehh sie regen oye} gies) bie 26 73 
TL TELS OREN TMI ES Se asin eds lew Gee) ele" UTS weve = sus op 20 
SUP DLCUICIIERR TRS mEeTS Seo! Sous Sole) cael fel vi) eho ote | ire 21 41 
HPLAL I ALIOUe ere GLLESigr ee cual ors. east) she wionek Pokey rele iste faiem iota 25 
SE LOTILOE SA Mateos = Citic eiMe at sie) Feysy iota cave disllsi. isis, rete gece 28 53 
167 
| 
| Telegraph— 
Saarer AT lee eee ees ke PS, Ye Soshicv» -¢ Sop ate eled (bism) Gees aero 78 
Supplements.. .. oe here 58 136 136 


Combined. totals, all schedules, 318,931. 
*Error of 200 short in addition of schedules in previous Report. 
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FROM APRIL 1, 1912, TO AND INCLUDING 


MARCH 31, 1913. 


Freight— 
Local tariffs.. 677 
Supplements... 1,609 2,286 
Joint tariffs.. i 2,299 
Supplements. . 6,997 9,296 
International tariffs. . 9,450 
Supplements.. . 28,168 37,618 
49,200 
Passenger— 
Local tariffs.. .. 676 
Supplements. . 1,116 1,792 
AjCOs5 ane 182) OOS Are TA AAC 402 
Supplements... .. 1,050 1,452 
International tariffs. . 952 
Supplements. . 2,578 3,530 
6,774 
Express— 
Local tariffs. . 318 
Supplements.. 16,749 17,067 
Joint tariffs... .. 141° 
Supplemtns. . Roepe) Ba Meche ees 678 819 
ANCOrNatlOnal aATilse, ancra sre, area ome ie ee 50 
SUDDLEMENES 18 name tlie naa? Gee eeuommet 58 108 
17,994 
Telephone— 
TOCal CATiTESY ft Sie cn ee Sore! ede ed ode DRE ee geome 60 
Supplements. . 102 162 
Joint tariffs.. .. 66 
Supplements «0. 2 es ae ee) ie ere aie Mee 1,083 
internationalitarif{isic. |... aes een em veneecre af 
Supplements.. . 805 806 
2,051 
Sleeping and Parlour Car— 
PiOce tarilis stumace ere rs 2 
Supplements. . 7 9 
Joint tariffs.. i 
Supplements. . 4 5 
International tariffs. . 2 
Supplements. . 6 8 22 
Telegraph— 
Tarifts,. Sor ro 7 
Supplements.. .. 10 1% 17 


Combined totals, all schedules, 76,058. 
Grand total, 394,989. 


SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC ORDERS OF GENERAL INTEREST. 


16225, April 8.—Vancouver, Fraser Valley and Southern Railway required to 
publish joint rates on lumber to points on the Canadian Pacific and Canadian Nor- 
thern railways on the basis of one cent per 100 pounds over the rates from Vancouver 
and New Westminster, and to publish local rates on the same basis as the Canadian 
Pacific and Great Northern Railways in similar territory. 

16226, 16227, 16228, April 3.—Increased tolls on commodities from Port Arthur 
and Fort William to points west disallowed. 

16276, April 11—Advanced rates on coal from Niagara frontier to points in 
Ontario suspended. 

16306, April 12.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Chapleau, Ont. 


16341, Avril 17.—Telegraph companies required to make free delivery of mes- 
sages in St. Boniface, Man. 
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16400, April 23.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Sydney, N.S. 

16452, May 6.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for Kam- 
loops, B.C. 

16453, May 6.—Prescribes reduced rates on coke from Toronto and Hamilton, 
Ont. 

16468, May 6.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for Toronto, 
Ont. 

16479, May 1.—Gramophones and phonographs reduced to the classification of 
musical instruments. 

16514, May 14.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Kelowna, B.C. 

16556, May 17.—Telegraph companies required to restore rate of 25 cents per 100 
words on “ Press specials ” in the Maritime Provinces. 

16558, May 20.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for Grand 
‘Falls, B.C. 

16710, June 4.—Revised rule relating to baggage of excess size approved. 
16850, June 17.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for Shaw- 
enegan Falls, Que. 

16851, June 22.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Riviére-du-loup, Que. 

16858, June 24.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for Three 
Rivers, Que. 

16896, June 2?4—Express free collection and delivery limits prescrined for 
Montreal, Que. 

16900, June 27.—Carriers required to indicate changes in rates in their tariffs 
by the use of prescribed symbols. 

17055, July 17—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Estevan, Sask. 

17119, July 22—Stop-over for completion of carloads of canned goods ordered at 
Cobourg and Bowmanville, Ont. 

17257, August 21—Supplement No. 11 to Express Classification for Canada 
approved. 

17384, September 4.—Prescribes express rates on cream Port Arthur and west in 
the provinces of Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan and Alberta. 

17589, September 24.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Maple Creek, Sask. 

17610, September 30.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Summerside, P.E.I. 

17619, September 25.—Joint rates on lumber from Port Arthur and Fort William 
to points on the Superior branch of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway to be not 
higher than one cent above the rates from Westfort, Ont., to the same points. 

17623, October 1—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Fredericton, N.B. 

17624, October 1.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 


Rouleau, Sask. its 
17786. October 17—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 


Halifax, N.S. 
17826, October 23.—Tariffs of increased rates on pulpwood to points in the United 


States suspended. : ; Ae ; 
18057, November 20.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Woodstock, N.B. 
18058, November 20. 
Wolfville, N.S. 


Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 


1 ee 
a 4 
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18097, November 20.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
MacLeod, Alta. 
18098, November 20.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed fo 
Windsor, N.S. 
18099, November 2(:—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Sackville, N.S. 7 : 
18100, November 20.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Yarmouth, N.S. 
18107, November 22.—Central Ontario and Grand Trunk Railways required te 
restore joint rates on canned goods. 
18109, November 22.—Canadian Pacific and Gaieaiaat Northern Railways 
required to publish joint rates on grain products from Grenfell, Sask., to Glenavon 
and Kipling, Sask. 
18i2d, Movember: 26,—Increased rate on coal from Detroit, Mich., to Windsaa 
Ont., suspended. 
18123, November 22.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Sussex, N.B. 
18135, November 27.—Reducing the interswitching charge of the Canadian Pacifie 
Railway to and from Point-a-Carey wharf, Quebec city. 
18178, November 30.—Railway companies permitted to charge increased demur- 
rage from December 15, 1912, to March 31, 1918, with the object of diminishing trafhe 
congestion within terminals. 
G.O. 98, December 6.—Railway companies directed to furnish according to thei 
respective powers, heated refrigerator cars for shipments of fruit, vegetables and eggs 
during the cold weather. 
18316, December 12.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Blind River, Ont. 
G.O. 99, December 18.—Proposed tariffs of increased tolls for cartage disallowed, 
and new rate not to exceed 24 cents per 100 pounds, minimum 15 cents prescribed. 
18346, December 23.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed for 
Port Arthur, Ont. 
18376, December 24.—Great Northern Railway required to sell return ticketel on 
its passenger trains from non-agency stations. 
18412, December 30.—Flat rate area of the Bell Telephone Company in Mont- 
real extended to the territory within a radius of 6 miles from the main exchange. 
18413, December 31.—Express free collection and delivery limits preseribed for 
Winnipeg, Man. 


1913. 


18449, January 7.—Restoring and sh se the rate on crushed stone from St 
Davids, One to Toronto. 
18489, January 7.—Express free collection and delivery limits prescribed fo. 
Megantiec, Que. 
18495, January 14.—Supplement No. 5 to Gainsdsan Freight Classification No 
15 approved; the entire issue to be consolidated and published as Classification No. 16 
G.O. 100, January 16.—Revised regulations for the transportation of explosives 
approved. : 
18578, January 23.—Mileage tariffs on “ ex-lake” corn to be reduced so as not t 
exceed the rates on “ ex-lake” wheat, oats and barley. 
18738, February 19.—Rates on lumber reduced from British Columbia points te 
points east of the Red River in Manitoba. 
18771, February 19.—Rates on lumber reduced from British Columbia to points in 
See ae eee and Alberta, north of the O.P.R. main line. 
18775, February 22.—Rates on wire fencing and wire netting reduced from Mont 
real to Datavn points. 
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- 18787, February 27.—Increased rates on pulpwood to points in the United States, 
suspended on October 23, 1912, allowed to become effective on August 15, 1913. 

18811, March 1.—The Canadian Pacific Railway Telegraph required to accept 
for transmission over its land lines, messages delivered by the Marconi Wireless Tele- 
graph Co. at Glace Bay and Louisburg. 

18825, March 5.—Railway companies required to restore the arrangement where- 
by apples were carried to concentration points for completion of carloads and reship- 
ment, at a reduction of one-third from the local tariff rates to concentration point. 
18886, March 18.—The Bell Telephone Company required to compute extra 
_ mileage for North Toronto subscribers from the Toronto Exchange limits as they 
existed on January 1, 1911, and to give the Moore Park district the Toronto flat rates. 


298 RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


APPENDIX ‘E.’ 


Boarp oF Ry. Com. For CANADA, 4 
Orrawa, March 31, 1913. 
A. D. Cartwricut, Esq., 
Secretary Railway Commission, 
Ottawa, Ont. ‘ 


Smr,—I beg to submit herewith a list of examinations and inspections made by the — 
Engineering Department of the Board in the field and office, covering the period from — 
March 31, 1912, to April 1, 1913; in addition, railway location maps, profiles and books 
of reference have been compared and checked with the route maps. Several hundred 
detail plans of bridges, subways, structures of all kinds, power wire crossings, pipe 
crossing and interlocking plans have been examined in the office during the same period, 
all of which have been submitted, and approved by the Board. 

I have the honour to be, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


GEO. A. MOUNTAIN, 
Chief Engineer. 


ss 


me a he 


LIST OF INSPECTIONS MADE BY THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT 7 
FROM Heo 31, 1912, TO APRIL 1, 1913. 


April 1.—Inspection of spur tine of railway from Lambton to Weston, Ont., on : 
the line of the Grand Trunk railway. Fi 

April 10.—Inspection of branch line of @anadian Pacific Railway to Longue ; 
Pointe, through the city of Montreal and town of Maissonneuve, P.Q. 

April 11—Inspection re application of Winnipeg Board of Trade for extension of — 
telegraph delivery limits. 

April 12.—Inspection of Brandon, Saskatchewan and Hudson Bay railway for 
ere from fencing portions of its line from international boundary to Brandon, 

an 

April 16.—Inspection of the Montreal terminals of the Canadian Pacifie railway | 
re Park Avenue crossing, Outremont, P. Q. 

April 16.—Inspection of siding at Bashaw, Alta., on the line of the Grand Trunk 
Pacific railway, Tofield, Calgary branch. 

April 17.—Inspection of crossing of Canadian Northern Ontario railway by the 

Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway at Belleville, Ont. > f 

April 17.—Inspection of crossing of Bay of Quinte railway by the Campbellford 
and Lake Ontario railway. 

April 18.—Inspection of location of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway in the 
vicinity of Belleville, Ont. 

April 19.—Inspection of branch line of the Canadian Pacific railway near Forsyth — 
street and Moreau street, Montreal, P.Q., in the parish of Longue Pointe. 

April 20.—Inspection of crossing of the public road by the Canadian Northern 
Ontario railway three miles west of Brighton, Ont. S 


* 
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in April 24.—Inspection of Georgian Bay and Seaboard railway re farm crossing for 
Joseph Meehan. 

April 24.—Inspection of Central Vermont railway in Canada re packing of frogs 
and switches. 

April 24.—Inspection of derailment on the line of the Canadian Northern Quebec 
railway near Lac 4 la Tortue station, P. Q. 

April 25.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway re farm crossing for H. Sawyer, 
five miles west of Revelstoke, B. O. 

April 25.—Inspection of Great Northern railway from Laurier to Danville for 
exemption from fencing. 

April 25.—Inspection of Great Northern railway from Chopaka to Keremeos, 
B.C., for exemption from fencing. 

April 26.—Inspection of site of proposed station, one and one-half miles south of 
Guelph Junction on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

April 30.—Inspection of Sandwich extension for opening for freight traffic on 
the Essex Terminals railway at Sandwich, Ont. 
May 1.—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of Michigan Central. rail- 
road on the line of the Essex Terminals railway at Walkerville, Ont. 
May 2.—Examination of Diamond Crossing of London street railway and Cana- 
dian Pacific railway span on Richmond street, London, Ontario. 
| May 2.—Application of J. R. Pole, of Appin, Ont., for farm crossing on the line 
of the Grand Trunk railway at Appin, Ont. 

May 3.—Inspection of highway crossing one mile west of Grass Hill station, Ont., 
on the line of the Grand Trunk railway at Grass Hill, Ont. 

May 4.—Inspection of Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia railway near 
Morinville, Alberta, ve location of station. 

May 9.—Inspection of crossing of Third Concession road township of Stamford, 
in the line of the Grand Trunk Railway Co. 

May 8-9-10-11-14-15-18-20.— Inspection of sections on eastern division of Cana- 
| dian Pacific railway for extension of fencing. 
| May 9.—Inspection of site of grade level crossing asked for by parish of St. 
Cuthbert on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway at St. Cuthbert. 
May 12.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario railway re farm crossing for 
George Boyce, lot 22, township of Nepean, Ont. 

May 12.—Inspection for traffic from Ruskin to Stave Falls on Western Canada 
Power Company’s line. 

May 13.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway from Guichon to Cloverdale, 
for exemption of fencing. 

May 13.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway from Blaine to Colebrook 
for exemption of fencing. 

May 13.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway from Colebrook to Browns- 
ville, for exemption of fencing. 
+ May 13—Inspection of yard. Location of station on the line of the Grand Trunk 
railway at Richmond. 
| May 14—Inspection of Burrard inlet Interlocker crossing Canadian Pacific Rail- 
-way tracks at Vancouver on the line of the Great Northern railway and Canadian 
Pacific railway. 
| May 14.—Inspection of the Great Northern railway from Cloverdale to Sumas 
for exemption of fencing. 

May 15.—Inspection of slide near mile 125, Ocean Park, on line of the Great 
Northern railway. . 

May 15.—Inspection of trestle over track, Nanaimo Coal Co. near Nanaimo, on 
the line of the Esquimalt and Nanaimo railway. 

May 15.—Inspection of bridge at Farnham re breakage of pier at Farnham, Que., 
on the line of the Central Vermont railway. 
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May 16.—Examination of washout at culvert two miles north of St..Armand, on 
the line of the Central Vermont railway. 
May 21.—Inspection of Main Street crossing at Victoriaville, Que., on the line 
of the Grand Trunk railway. 
May 21.—Inspection of bridges, culverts and ditches at Bulstrode re complaint of 
citizens, Bulstrode, on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. ' 
May 23.—Examination of washout at culvert one mile west of Bellevue Junction, 
on the line of the Quebec, Montreal and Southern railway. 
May 23.—Inspection of bridge over the St. Francois river, on the live of the 
Quebee, Montreal and Southern railway. j 
May 23.—Inspection of Canadian Pacifie railway for authority to open for traffic 
bridge 148-6 Portal subdivision. 
May 25.—Inspection of interlocking plant at Nipissing Junction on the line o 
the Grand Trunk railway. | 
May 31.—Inspection of interlocking plants at Venlauye canal and St. Lawrence 
river draw bridge at Coteau, Que., on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 
June 1.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway second main line double track 
between St. Martin’s Junction and Ste. Therese, Que. 
June 1.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway east of Prince Rupert, 
mile 100 to 164, opening for traffic. 
June 3.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
second track between Douglas, mileage 92-4, to Carberry, mileage 105-7; distance, 
13-3 miles. | 
June 4.—Inspection of boundary subdivision bridge, mile 69-3, on the line of the. 
Canadian Pacifie railway, inspection for traffic. 
June 4.—Inspection of crossing, Canadian Pacific railway at Grand Trunk track, 
Vancouver, for farm crossing on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. } 
June 5.—Inspection, Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company’s application for 
authority to build a spur to serve Union stock yards in St. Boniface, crossing Spring- 
field road, Dawson road and the line of the Canadian Northern railway. 
June 5.—Inspection of the Canadian Pacifie railway at highway crossing between 
counties of Wellington and Waterloo, just west of Wallenstein station, Ont. 
June 6.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway for exemption from-fencing por- 
tions of line of Ignace subdivision. d 
June 7.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway under section 237 for authority 
to construct its Moosejaw northwest branch across highways at mileage 100-051. 
June 7.—Inspection of Okanagon and Arrow Lake subdivision on line of Canadian 
Pacific railway for exemption from fencing. 
June 8.—Inspection of falling rock on track at Fisherman, B.C., on line of 
Canadian Pacific railway. - 
June 10.—Inspection of Nakusp, Slocan and Lardo, on the line of the Canadian 
Pacifie railway, for exemption from fencing. 
June 10.—Inspection of proposed station grounds of the Canadian Norther 
Ontario railway at Smith’s Falls, Ont. 
June 10.—Inspection of ae crossing for J. Polk, lot 18, concession 2, township 
of Bastard, on the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 
June 10.—Inspection of location of Canadian Northern Ontario railway through 
farm of W. G. Mattice, township of Bastard, re Cattle pass. 7 
June 12.—Inspection of the general location of the Canadian Northern Montreal 
Terminal and Tunnel Company, in the city of Montreal. . 
June 13.—Inspection of farm crossings on Canadian Pacific railway line nea: 
Pont Rouge, Que. 
June 14.—Inspection of work done by order No. 14274 along Mr. Joseph Bejnoche’s 
farm on the Grand Trunk railway line near Grande Line, Que. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 301 
SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


June 15.—Investigation and report re spur at Edmonton leading to Pintsch Com- 
pressing Company. : 

_ June 19.—Inspection, west of Edmonton, mile 874-6 re public road crossing on 
the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

June 24.—Inspection of half-interlocker installed on spur line of Can 
Company at crossing of Algoma Eastern railway, near Copper Cliff, Ont. 

June 24.—Inspection of interlocking plant at the crossing of the Grand Trunk 
railway by the Georgian Bay and Seaboard railway, near Eldon, Ont. 

June 25.—Inspection of interlocking plant on the line of the Georgian Bay and 
Seaboard railway at crossing of Canadian Northern Ontario railway, near Brechin, 
Ont. 

June 26.—Inspection for opening of traffic of the line of the Algoma Central and 
Hudson Bay railway north of Sault Ste. Marie, mileage 85 to 93. 

June 26.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Pacific Company’s Moosejaw 
branch, southwesterly from mileage 27-4 to mileage 35-0 distance 7-6 miles. 

June 26.—Inspection Great Northern railway from Abbotsford to Kilgard, for 
freight traftic. 

June 27.—Inspection Mission branch at Mitsqui interlocking plant on the line of 
the Canadian Pacific railway and Great Northern railway. 

June 27.—Inspection of Temiskaming branch of the Canadian Pacific railway in 
2onnection with exemption from fencing. 

June 27.—Inspection for opening for traffic Canadian Northern Railway Com- 
yany’s second track from Moosejaw, mileage 0-6 to 16-2; distance, 15-6 miles. 

June 28.—Inspection re location between Hope, B.C., and Coquahalla Summit on 
ihe Kettle Valley and Great Northern railway. 

July 2.—Inspection of crossing of Grand Trunk railway by Campbellford, Lake 
Jntario and Western railway at Cobourg, Ont. 
| July 2—Inspection of crossing of Ottawa street, Hamilton, Ont., by the double 
rack main line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

July 2.—Inspection of Hamilton Radial railway where it runs along the highway 
m Burlington Beach. 

July 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacific crossing main line yards, Canadian 
Northern railway, leading into Union Stock Yards Company, St. Boniface. 

July 8.—Inspection of interlocking plant at the draw bridge over the St. Lawrence 
‘iver and Soulange canal on the Grand Trunk railway. 

July 8.—Inspection of crossing of Michigan Central railroad by Niagara, Welland 
ind Lake Erie railway at East Main street, Welland, Ont. 

July 9.—Inspection of Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway for opening for traftic 
rom Grande river to Gaspé station, Que. 

July 10.—Inspection of the Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway in connection 
vith intercrossing for Messrs. Shannon and Lalievre. 

July 10.—Inspection of highway and farm crossing on Canadian Pacific railway at 
it. John and Admunston, N.B. 

_ July 11.—Inspection of cattle guards on the Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway 
t Ste. Adelaide de Pabos, P.Q. mAh 
i J uly 13.—Inspection, Grand Trunk Pacific application for road diversion in the 
ortheast half section 8, range 23, township 7, west second meridian, district of York- 
on, Sask. 
- July 13.—Inspection, complaint, K. McCauley, Kamsack re drainage on line of 
fanadian Northern railway, 34-29-32, west first meridian. ° 7 
_ July 13.—Inspection, interlocking plant at crossing of the Canadian Pacific rail- 
tay at Emerson by Canadian Northern railway, St. Boniface, Man. 
J uly 13.—Inspection, Grand Trunk Pacific re their lines to cross the double track 
‘ort William Electric railway on Syndicate avenue. 
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July 13.—Inspection of switches at Camrose crossing. 

July 27.—Inspection of interlocker on the Canadian Pacific railway at Fergus, 
Ont. 

July 17.—Inspection, Morinville to Athabaska Landing on the line of the Cana- 
dian Northern railway to report condition. : 

July 17.—Inspection, public road crossing between section 9 and 10-65-22, west — 
4th meridian, on the line of the Canadian Northern railway. : t 

July 26.—Inspection of opening for traffic, Grand Trunk Pacific railway, Young-— 
Prince Albert branch, from mileage 45.5 to Wakaw, mileage 67-0; distance, 21-5— 


miles. 4 
July 26.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s _ 
second track, Kenora subdivision, from mileage 114-54 to 119-06; distance, 54-2. . 
July 26.—Inspection Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Branch Lines Company, 
under section 158, for approval of location of its Regina-Moosejaw branch, mileage 
40-1 to 47-75. : 
July 26—Inspection of Canadian Northern railway re highway crossings at 
Yarker and Newburg, Ont. : 
July 26.—Inspection of cattle pass on the Brockville, Westport and Northwestern — 
railway at Lyn, Ont. f 
August 2.—Inspection of grade on the Lindsay, Bobeaygeon and Pontypool rail- 
way along the property of the Beal Leather Company, at Lindsay, Ont. j 
August 5.—Inspection of proposed location of Canadian Northern Ontario rail- 
way in township of Dorion. ’ 
August 6.—Inspection, Montrose avenue, Abbottsford, under crossing on the 
Great Northern railway, to check up accounts. 
August 7.—Inspection, opening for traffic from Morinville to Athabaska Landing» 
on line of the Canadian Northern railway. 7 ; 
August 9.—Inspection, Clover Bar spur to Humberstone mine, on line of the 
Grand Trunk Pacifie re condition of mine. ¥ 
August 15.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Algoma Central and Hudson | 
Bay railway from Hawk Lake Junction to Hobon, Ont., mileage 164 to 194. 
August 16.—Inspection of Alberni Station site on the Esquimalt and Nanaimo 
railway, Vancouver Island, B.C. 
August 17.—Inspection of O.P.R. from Vancouver to Kamloops, B.C. re exemp-_ 
tion from fencing. 
August 18.—Inspection for freight traffic from Pincher Creek to Beaver Mines) 
on the line of the Kootenay Alberni railway. 3) 
August 18—Inspection for traffic from Caithness to Waldo on the line of the 
Canadian Pacific railway. d 
August 20—Inspection to report conditions from Laggan to Lake Louise, on the 
line of the Grand Trunk railway. 
August 22—TInspection of complaint of E. Linberg, watercourse at Hastings 
Creek, near Tofield, on the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. : 
August 28.—Inspection of spur from Grand Trunk railway to the Ontario Hos- 
pital for the Insane at Whitby, Ont. ' 
August 29.—Inspection of site for proposed diversion of Coldwater river and 
crossing facilities by the Canadian Pacific railway. : 
August 29.—Inspection of the interlocking plant on the Grand Trunk railway at 
crossing of Union stock yards siding with the Toronto Suburban railway on Keele 
street, near St. Clair avenue, Toronto. ? 
August 27.—Inspection of complaint of R. Stuart Ross, Swift Current, against 
Canadian Pacific railway re farm crossing. ; 
August 29.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Compan 
Weyburn to Lethbridge branch from Ogama, mileage 52-20, to Viceroy, mile 75-8 
speed restrictions of 15 miles per hour removed. 
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August 30.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Swift Current southeasterly branch from Neville, mileage 27-4, to Vamguard, mileage 
43-6; distance, 16-2 miles. 

August 30.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway in connection with com- 
plaint of E. Agnews, of Campbellville, Ont., re fencing. 

August 30.—Inspection of Kootenay Valley railway in connection with farm 
crossing, 28 miles west of Midway. 

September 4.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario railway in township of 
Camden, county of Addington, for fencing for traffic. 

September 4.—Inspection of proposed crossing of Bridge street, Yarker, Ont., 
by the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

September 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway, near Gadshell re farm cross- 
ing for J. Rogers, lot 7, concession 10, township of Ellice, 

September 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway from Dunnville to Caledonia 
re condition of track. 

September 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway siding at Cainsville, Ont. 

September 6.—Inspection of interlocking plant at crossing of Montreal Park and 
Island railway by spur from Grand Trunk railway to Canada Car Company’s pre- 
mises at Turcot, Que. 

September 7.—Inspection of double track of the Canadian Pacific railway. 
between St. Johns and Adirondack J unction, Que. 

September 7.—Inspection of the Grand Trunk Pacific re Entwistle road to ascer- 
tain if it is suitable for public highway traffic. 

Septmber 9.—Inspection of location of spur for the North American Smelting 
| Company from the Kingston and Pembroke railway at Kingston, Ont. 
| September 10.—Inspection, application of Mr. Hoffman, Borden, to have Shepard 
street or street farther west, opened across track of Canadian Norther, ~<ilway in 
town of Borden, Sask. 

September 11.—Inspection of Kingston and Pembroke railway for exemption from. 
| fencing highway diversion near Mississippi, Ont., and inspection of bridges. 

Septmber 12.—Inspection of the British Columbia Electric railway from 24th 
street to Eburne Junction, for opening of traffic. 

September 13.—Inspection of location of Canadian Northern Ontario railway 
through lot 18, ranges A and 1, township of Westmeath, Ontario. 

September 14.—Inspection of gates erected at Aylwin, Joliette and Nicolet streets. 
| Montreal, P.Q., on the Canadian Northern Quebec railway, September 15. 

Septmber 15.—Inspection of Yamaska river bridge on the Central Vermont rail- 
way at Farnham, Que. 

September 14.—Inspection for traffic Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s Koote- 
, nay Central branch from Colville to Fort street, distance 23.0 miles. 

September 15.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacifie Prince Rupert, to mile 164, re 

condition of track. 

September 9.—Inspection and report of application Canadian Northern railway. 

for cut-off in west end of their yards with new yards at St. Boniface, lying east of 

Dawson road and St. Boniface. bf 

i September 15.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacific east of Prince Rupert, mile 

164 to 174, re opening for traffic. 

September 16.—Inspection of St. Lawrence and Adirondack railway at St. Stan- 

vislas, P.Q., re farm gates. 

(| September 17.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
- pany’s Nakusp branch, from Three Forks to Bear Lake; distance, 5-2 miles. 

| _ September 20.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway, Vancouver, re application 
to terminate siding agreement with Vancouver Ice and Cold Storage Company. 
September 23.—Inspection, Kootenay Valley railway road crossing, station 383-57, 
west of Trout creek, 7-3 miles west of Penticton, ré level crossing not dangerous when 

work is completed. 
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September 25.—Inspection of crossing Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto rail- 
way with Grand Trunk railway at Welland avenue, St. Catharines. 

September 27.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s branch line, Regina Boundary branch from Regina, mileage 0, to Colfeet, 
mileage 47-9. 

September 26.—Inspection of crossing of Ferguson avenue and O’Reilly street 
by the Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo railway in city of Hamilton. 

Septmber 26.—Inspection of farm erossing of J. B. Leonard and W. Copp on the 
Hamilton Radial railway at Oakville, Ont. 

September 25.—Inspection of complaint of James Arthur Pasqua re cattle pass 
against Grand T runk ‘Pacific railway. 

September 27—Inspection of farm crossing of Mr. Armstrong on the Grand 
Valley railway near Brantford, Ont. ' 

September 28.—Application of London street railway and Canadian Pacific spur 
diamond crossing Richmond street, London, Ont. 

September 30.—Inspection of proposed road diversion of highway between conces- 
sions 9.and 10, on the line of the Canadian Northern railway in township of Fitzroy. 

September 30,—Investigation order 16930, authorizing Grand Trunk Pacific rail- 
way to maintain separate branch line to serve Union stock yards in St. Boniface, Man. 

October 3.—Inspection of Chambers street crossing at Smiths Falls, Ont., by the 
Canadian Pacific railway. ; é 

October 3.—Inspection Neelin and Glenora branch of Grain Growers’ Association 
re track condition between Geemay and Wakopa, Canadian Northern railway. 

October 3.—Inspection re complaint of Ray Williams, Alberta Coal branch, mile 
37, on the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

October 4.—Inspection for traffic of Alberta Coal branch mile 0 to 40, on the line 
of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

October 4.—lispection re opening of Kelly avenue, Edmonton, street crossing on- 
lines of the Grand Trunk Pacific and Canadian Northern railways. : 

October 4.—Inspection of farm crossing of O. Brazean at Cushing, P.Q., on the 
Canadian Northern Quebee railway. : 

October 7.—Inspection for traffic from Merritt to a point 29 miles east on the 
line of the Kootenay Valley railway. 

October 7.—Inspection for traffic from Midway to Carnie, 46 miles, on the line of 
the Kootenay Valley railway. ; 

October 8.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway double track, Adirondacks 
Junction to St. Constant, P.Q. 

October 10.—Inspection of Atlantic, Quebec and Western railway re complaint 
of municipality of Grand River, Que., in connection with drainage highway and farm 
crossings. 

October 11.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Regina Boundary line from Colfax, 
mileage 47-9, to Talmage, mileage 66-5; distance, 18-6 miles. « 

October 12.—Inspection, opening for tratflic, Grand Trunk Pacific Regina to Moose- 
jaw line from Moosejaw, at mileage 0, to mile 7 siding, mileage 34-7 miles. 

October 12—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway from Fredericton station 
Victoria, N.B. 

October 15.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacific from Moosejaw main street cros 
ing. 

October 17.—Inspection of highway crossing at Sharbot Lake, Ont., on the line 
the Canadian Pacific railway. 

October 17.—Inspection, application Canadian Pacific railway for leave to er 
the following highways with extension of its yards at Transcona: (1) Road on east 
Fast Selkirk main line where it crosses lot 59; (2) Panet or Bird’s Hill road; ( 
Oxford street, municipality of Springfield. 
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October 17.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s application for 
leave to construct sewer and water pipes across public highway crossing the east Kil- 
donan raod, known as Kelvin avenue, where it crosses lot 58 in the parish of Kildonan. 

October 18.—Inspection, opening for traffic Grand Trunk Pacific railway, Biggar- 
Calgary line, from Biggar to No. 1 siding, 7-1 miles. 

October 21.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario railway re application for 
cattle pass from R. Hodgins of township of Fitzroy, county of Carleton, Ont. 

October 21.—Inspection Grand Trunk Pacific Tofield-Calgary line, mile 121-4 to 
162-6, re inspection for freight traffic. 

October 23.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through the farm of N. Bellew, lot 6, concession 1, township of Murray. 

October 23.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through farm of E. P. Flendall, lot 19, concession A, township of Murray. 

October 23.—Inspection of application for authority to construct across Nairn 
street, in Winnipeg, one additional track on its new or South Manitoba line, known as 
Molson cut-off. 

October 23.—Inspection, application of Canadian Pacific Railway Company for 
authority to construct an existing track on the Emerson branch; also additional track 
on the old or north main line across Montcalm street, in city of St. Boniface. 

October 24.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway from Coronation to Consort, 
re inspection for freight traffic. 

October 25.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
second track from Belle Plaine, mileage 117-0, to Pasqua, mileage 126-6; distance, 
10-5 miles. 

October 26.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Moosejaw northwesterly line from Outlook, mileage 0, to Conquest, mileage 9-3. 

October 26.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Wilkie northwesterly branch from mileage 0 to 27-8, removing speed limit of 16 miles 
per hour. 

October 26.—Inspection of crossing of 6th avenue, Pointe aux Trembles, by the 
Canadian Northern Quebec railway. 

October 28.—Inspection of Nipissing Central railway for opening for traffic, 
Haileybury to New Liskeard. 

October 28.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Wilkie southwesterly branch from Wilkie to mileage 35-3. 

October 29.—Inspection, Canadian Pacific railway, Bassano to Standard, for 
inspection for freight trafic. 

October 30.—Inspection of crossing at Espanola, Ontario, on the line of the Cana- 
dian Pacific railway. 

October 30.—Inspection of bridge connecting the city of Niagara Falls, New York, 
with the city of Niagara Falls, Ontario. ; 

November 1—Inspection of proposed crossing of the highway by the Canadian 
Northern Ontario railway between lots 8 and 9, range 2, township of Bristol, Que. 

November 2.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
second track from Secretan, mileage 44-7, to Chaplain, mileage 54-0; distance, 9-1 
miles. 

November 5.—Inspection of highway crossings in the municipality of Melbourne 
and Brampton Cove, P. Q., Orford subdivision of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

November 5.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through the farm of Edward Cox, lot 28, concession 1, township of Cramoke, 
Ont. q 

November 6.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway at Huntingdon, P. Q., re farm 
crossings of Messrs. Jones, Sherriff and Shearer. 
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November 6.—Inspection of proposed crossing of highway between lots 6 and 7, 
concession B. F., township of Clarke. 

October 29.—Inspection of crossing of 6th avenue, Pointe aux Trembles, over | 
track of Canadian Northern Quebec railway. -_ 

November 6.—Inspection of crossing of highway between lots 20 and 21, township 
of Clarke, by the Campbellford and Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

November 6.—Inspection of crossing of highway between lots 10 and 11, con- 
cession B. F., township of Clarke, by the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway. 

November 6.—Inspection of farm crossing on the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway in the township of Darlington, Ont. :: 

November 6.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wes- 
tern railway through farm of James Cowie, lot 35, concession 1, township of Cramabe, © 
Ont. ‘ 

November 9.—Inspection of application, city of Fort William for order to install — 
safety appliances for protection to pedestrians, traffic, etc., at intersection of Gore 
street with the main line of the Canadian Northern railway, city of Fort William. 

November 14.—Investigation and report re application Department of Public 
Works, Province of Saskatchewan re complaint, Council Boards of L.I.D. Nos. 464, 
493 and 494, against conditions of crossings on vicinity of Shelbrooke, Sask., on the 
Canadian Northern railway. [ 

November 16.—Inspection of application, city of Brandon, to cross with its muni- 
cipal railway, the Canadian Northern railway at 10th street. ' 

November 19.—Inspection of Algoma Eastern railway for opening for traffic from 
Orean Hill, at mileage 22, to West river, mileage 60-76. 

November 19.—Inspection of Canadian Northern Ontario railway re cattle passes: 
and farm crossings at South March and Bells Corners. 

November 20.—Inspection of site of crossing asked for the township of Beckwith 
across the line of the Canadian Pacific railway, near Carleton Place, Ont. : 

November 21.—Inspection of double track of the Canadian Pacific railway 
between White river and Tarpon, mileage 0, to 3-5, for opening for traffic. 

November 21.—Inspection of double track of Canadian Pacific railway between 
Geneva and Cartier for opening for traffic. : 

November 22.—Inspection of main line of Algoma Central and Hudson Bay 
railway, from mileage 95 to Hawk Lake, mileage 164-5, for opening for traffic. 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway double track between 
Lacadie and St. Claude, Que. 

November 22.—Inspection of proposed highway crossing of the Canadian Pacific 
railway at grade on lot 6, concession 3, township of Neelon, Ont. 

November 22.—Inspection of Canadian Pacific railway double track for opening 
for traffic, Cartier, White river, Schreiber and Nepigon subdivisions. , 

November 25.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacifie Railway Com- 
pany’s Moosejaw Branch from Rosetown to Conquest, distance 34-3 miles, removed 
speed limit of 20 miles per hour. 

November 27.—Inspection of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway 
re complaint of Messrs. Maxwell and Pearse about farm crossing near Malvin, Ont. 

November 28.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s Landon extension, from: Tillson, mileage 28-7, to Alida, mileage 54-72; dis-. 
tance, 26-02 miles. 

November 29.—Inspection of Georgian Bay and Seaboard railway re complaint 
of Mr. Calvert, of Seaboro, Ont., about farm crossing. 7 


4 


t 


November 29.—Inspection of drains on the line of the Grand Trunk railway in 
township of Humberstone, Ont. 


November 30.—Inspection of Grand Trunk Pacific from mile 1027-8 to 1095-3, 
for opening for traffic. » 
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November 30.—Inspection, Great Northern railway, near New Westminster, re 
north road crossing. 

November 30.—Inspection, Great Northern railway near New Westminster, 
Brunette street level crossing. ; 

December 2.—Inspection, Great Northern Railway, road diversion near White 
Rock, B.C., re complaint of District of Surrey, B.C. 

December 2.—Inspection of Great Northern railway, White Rock, B.C.; land- 
owners want undercrossing. 

December 2.—Inspection of Great Northern railway near New Westminster main 
line re spur for Delta Shingle Co. 

December 3.—Inspection of Great Northern railway near Abbotsford, B.C., re 
Abbotsford Timber and Trading Company, asking permission to cross Great Northern 
railway with logging track. 

December 5.—Inspection of proposed crossing of the Kingston road by the Camp- 
bellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway, near Bowmanville, Ont. 

December 4.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway across lot 19, section 2, township of Sydney, Ont. 

December 4.—Inspection of farm crossing for Mr. Denyes on the line of the 
Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

December 10.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wes- 
tern railway through farm of Mrs. M. Hawly, lot 31, concession 8, township of Cam- 
den, Ont. 

December 10.—Inspection and report of Canadian Northern railway, Saskat- 
chewan railway, to construct its main line and tracks across the tracks of the Grand 
Trunk Pacific, Canora branch, Yorkton and Saskatchewan. 

_ December 5.—Inspection of Grand Trunk railway through lots 10 and 11, con- 
cession 2, township of South Dumfries, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of drainage on farm of Mrs. Plunkett, lot 4, conces- 
sion 7, township of Vaughan, near Woodridge, Ont., on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific Railway Company. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through the farm of M. and W. Lawlor, lot 45, concession 9, township of 
Camden, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wes- 
tern railway through lot 32, concession 8, township of Camden, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Wes- 
tern railway through farm of Mrs. Brown, lot 44, concession 9, township of Camden, 
Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through Michael Kennedy’s farm, lot 49, concession 9, township of Camden, 
Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through lot 50, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of location of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway through John Kelly’s farm, lot 50, concession 9, township of Camden, Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection of cattle pass on farm of W. M. Dowling, lot 43 con- 
cession 9, township of Camden, on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway. 

December 11.—Inspection of the location of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway through farm of T. Kennedy, lot 45, concession 9, township of Cam- 
den Ont. 

December 11.—Inspection for opening for traffic of second main line track of 
Canadian Pacific railway between Hedge, mileage 124-6 and 127-8, Nipigon subdivision, 
also between Ramsey and Woman river, Chapleau subdivision. 
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December 12.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
second track from Secretan, mileage 44.9, to Walker, mileage 43-0; distance, 1-9 miles. 

December 12.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Grand Trunk Pacific, Regina to 
Moosejaw branch, from mileage 37-7 to mileage 40. 

December 14.—Inspection of Canadian Northern railway line where they propose 
to divert Main street in city of Moosejaw. 

December 14.—Inspection re complaint of Mr. Neil Gilmore, Moosejaw, re cattle 
pass on his property on west of section 2-17-25 or Grand Trunk Pacific branch lines, 
Regina to Moosejaw. 

December 16.—Inspection of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway 
across farm of John Pearce on south half of lot 4, concession 4, township of Scarbo- 
rough, re overhead crossing. 

December 13.—Inspection of double track of Canadian Pacific railway from a point 
north of diamond crossing of Grand Trunk railway at St. Johns to St. Johns station, 
P.Q., for opening for traffic. 

December 16.—Inspection of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway 
across the farm of Thomas Maxwell on lot 12, concession 4, township of Scarborough, 
Ont., re farm crossing. 

December 17.—Inspection of location of Canadian Northern Ontario railway 
between concessions 12 and 13, township of Chisholm, Ont. 

December 17.—Inspection of crossing of River road, Welland, Ont., by the Toronto, 
Hamilton and Buffalo railway. 

December 18.—Inspection of crossing of Ferguson avenue, Hamilton, Ont., by the 
Grand Trunk railway. 

December 18.—Inspection of line of Canadian Pacific railway along Mr. D. 
Gaillard’s property in township of McKim and Neelon near Sudbury, Ont., re farm 
crossings. , 

December 19.—-Inspection of Central Vermont railway re general condition of 
roadbed. 

December 20.~Inspection of highway between Lyn and Brockville re crossing of 
double track of Grand Trunk railway on lot 21, concession 1, township of Elizabeth- 
town, Ont. ; 

December 21.—Inspection of proposed crossings of Centre, Simcoe, Albert and 
Prospect streets by the Compbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway in town of 
Oshawa, Ont. 

December 21.—Investigation and report re Grand Trunk Pacific and Midland rail- 
way at St. James interlocking plant. 

December 21.—Investigation re application of city of Fort William for spur track 
leading off Canadian Pacific railway, paralleling Neebing avenue. 

December 23.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s Weyburn to Lethbridge branch from Viceroy, mileage 75-85 to mileage 112-00, 
distance, 36-15 miles. 

January 7.—Inspection of Provin’s farm crossing on the line of the Campbellford, 
Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

January 7.—Canadian Northern Ontario railway’s proposed crossing between 12th 
and 13th concessions, township of Chisholm, on the line of the Canadian Northern 
Ontario railway, in the township of Chisholm. 

January 7—Inspection of trestle in the Union Terminals yard, city of Winnipeg, 
over Toyloves spur. 

January 8.—Inspection of complaint of P. E. Cherbo, re killing of cow on the line 
of the Canadian Pacific railway at Sidar, B.C. 

January 8.—Inspection of siding facilities at Guelph Junction on the line of the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company. 

J anuary 8.—Inspection of Mr. Gailland’s application for crossing at Sudbury on 
the line of the Canadian Northern railway. 
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January 9.—Inspection of proposed crossing at Sight Hill avenue, Toronto, on 
the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

January 9.—Inspection for opening for traffic of the Canadian Northern railway 
double track on Chapleau and Nipigon subdivision on the line of the Canadian Northern 
railway. 

January 10.—Inspection of complaint of rural municipality of Walpole re con- 
dition of crossings in that district on the line of Maryfield-Lethbridge branch of the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

January 10.—Inspection of complaint of rural municipality of Walpole re con- 
dition of crossings in that district on the line of the Brandon-Regina branch of the 
Canadian Northern railway. 

January 10.—Inspection of Magnetawan River bridge, an investigation of aeci- 
dent on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

January 10.—Inspection for opening for freight traffic spur at Chinook Coal Oom- 
pany’s mine, near Kipp, Alberta, on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

January 14.—Inspection of traffic bridges Nos. 79-2 and 87-2, Barryvale, Ont., on 
the line of the Kingston and Pembroke railway. 

January 16.—Inspection and report of Canadian Northern railway hnes in 
general. 

January 16—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Moosejaw southwestern line from mileage 0 to Dunkirk, mileage 27-4. 

January 17.—Inspection, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Company’s 
Swift Current southeasterly line from mileage 0 to Neville, mileage 27-4. 

January 19.—Investigation, opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s Swift Current northwesterly branch, mileage 33 to Cabri, mileage 34-8, dis- 
tance 1-8 miles. ; 

January 20.—Investigation of highway crossing, one and one-half miles west of 
Brockville, on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

January 21.—Inspection of proposed street crossing on the line of the Campbell- 
ford, Lake Ontario and Western railway, at Oshawa. 

January 21.—Inspection of crossing on 27th street, Edmonton street railway, 
near north yard, Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

January 21—Inspection for opening for traffic, Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany’s second track, Swift Current subdivision, from Caron, mileage 16.2, to Mort- 
lock, mileage 25-6; distance, 9-4 miles. 

January 22.—Inspection of proposed site of subway on Dundas street, Whitby, 
Ont., on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

January 23.—Inspection of all lines of the Canadian Northern Quebec railway 
in the province of Quebec. 

January 24—Inspection, highway level over Fort Saskatchewan trail, east of 
Edmonton, on the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

January 24—Inspection for traffic, Alberta Coal branch, mile 36-6 to 56-4, on 
the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

January 24.—Inspection case heard at Winnipe 
dian Pacific Railway Company’s application for authority to construct 
track across Nairn avenue. 

January 27.—Investig 
Phipps for diversion of creek on the C 
31, R. 15, W. 4th. 

February 6.—Inspection of T. Manson’s farm crossing, Oakville, Ont., on the 
line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

February 6.—Inspection, near New Westminster, on t 
thern railway. 

February 7.—Inspection, comp 
line of the Canadian Northern railway. 


2, December 16, 1912, re Oana- 
additional 


ation, this with Mr. McLeod, re complaint of Clifford 
anadian Northern railway, section 16, township 


he line of the Great Nor- 


laint of J. A. McConnell, of McConnell, on the 
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February 7.—Inspection and investigation re report accident on Northern rail- 


way at M. P. 43, Rossburn subdivision, by which A. F. Wood was injured on June 4, © 


1912. 

February 8.—Inspection of Lake Ste. Anne trail, between sections 9 and 16-54-26, 
W. 4 M.,, also between 9 and 10, in same township, on the line of the Canadian Nor- 
thern railway. “ 

February 12.—Inspection of Mack Winery road crossing, Stamford, Ont., on the 
line of the Grand Trunk railway and Michigan Central railroad. 

February 13.—Inspection for passenger traffic, Pincher to Beaver Mines, on the 
line of the Kootenay and Alberta railway. 

February 13.—Inspection of public road crossing on the line of the Kootenay and 
Alberta railway. : 

February 14.—Inspection of crossing of road allowance between concessions B. F.- 
and I., township of Darlington, Ont., on line of Campbellford, Lake Ontario and 
Western railway. 

February 15.—Investigation and report on application of the municipality of 
Waldeck, No. 166, re Canadian Pacific railway crossing North and South road allow- 
ance, section 33-16-11, W. 8rd, mileage 93-7. 

February 17.—Inspection of proposed highway crossing, township of Clarke, on 
the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 

February 18.—Inspection of proposed crossing between lots 21 and 22, conces- 
sion 1, Whitby, Ont., on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western 
railway. 

February 18.—Investigation and report re Logan avenue crossing on the line of 
Canadian Pacific railway, city of Winnipeg. 

February 18.—TInvestigation and report re application, Winnipeg electric street 
railway to cross spur track of Canadian Pacific railway, known as J. T. Griffin spur, 
Elmwood. 

February 19.—Inspection of location of new water pipe to supply Mimico yards, 
New Toronto, Ont., on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

February 20.—Inspection of application, Nash and Williams, to operate mine 
under railway, Edmonton, Dunvegan and British Columbia railway. 

February 15.—Inspection of fence exemption, west of Edmonton, on the line of 
the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. 

February 27.—Inspection of St. Remi and Decoucelle street crossing, Montreal, 
on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

February 27.—Inspection of Papineau Avenue bridge, Montreal, on the line of 
the Canadian Pacific railway. 

February 27.—Inspection of Living bridge across Lachine canal, Montreal, on 
the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

February 28.—Inspection of River Road bridge, St. Lambert, on the line of the 
Grand Trunk railway. 

March 1.—Inspection of Red Deer Blackfalds spur on the line of the Canadian 
Pacific railway. 

March 3.—Inspection of crossing in township of Scarborough, Cherrywood, on 
the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway and Canadian 
Northern Ontario railway. 

March 4.—Inspection of application of Bowennan’s farm crossing at Cornell, on 
the line of the Michigan Central railroad. 

March 4.—Inspection of interlocking plant at Canadian Pacific railway and 
Grand Trunk railway crossing, Woodstock, Ont., on the line of the Canadian Pacific 
and Grand Trunk railways. 

March 5.—Examination of track re derailment, Leaside, Ont., on the line of the 
Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 
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March 4.—Investigation and report into matter of accident on the Canadian 


b: Northern Railway at Fort Rouge yards, Winnipeg, by which Walter Emery was injured. 


March 4.—Inspection of complaint of M. J. Bates, Homewood, Man., re flooding 
of his property. ; 

March 5.—Inspection of location of proposed interswitching track, Owen Sound, 
on lines of Canadian Pacific and Grand Trunk railways. 
March 6.—Examination of track re derailment, Cayuga, Ont., on the line of the 
Wabash railway. 

March 6.—Inspection for traffic, Hammond to Westminster Junction, double 
track on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

March 6.—Inspection, Langley Prairie Farmers’ Committee -re fencing, Clover- 
dale to Aldergrove, on the line of the Great Northern railway. 

March 6.—Inspection for traffic, bridge No. 57-9, London subdivision, on the line 
of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

March 7.—Inspection of line between Toronto and North Bay northern division 
on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

March 7.—Inspection of frogs and turnout in yards at Vancouver on the line of 
the Great Northern railway. 

March 8.—Inspection of petition of James Topham, Kennay, Man. 

March 8.—Inspection of rails between Trout Lake and Powassan, Ont., on the line 


, of the Grand Trunk railway. 


March 10.—Inspection re fence exemption Keremeos to Princeton, on the line of 
the Great Northern railway. ; 

March 11.—Inspection re fence exemption, international boundary to Midway, on 
the line of the Great Northern railway. 

March 11.—Examination of track re derailment of passenger train, Casselman, 
Ont., on the line of the Grand Trunk railway. 

March 12.—Inspection re exemption from fencing, Bedlington to Nelson, line of 
the Great Northern railway. 

March 12.—Inspection of complaint from Creston Board of Trade re fencing, 
Bedlington to Nelson line, on the line of the Great Northern railway. 

March 12.—Inspection of location of proposed subway on Liberty street, Bow- 


-manville, on the line of the Campbellford, Lake Ontario and Western railway. 


. March 13.—Inspection of highway crossing between townships of Portland and 

Camden, Harrowsmith, on the line of the Canadian Northern Ontario railway. 

March 14.—Inspection of March Road crossing, six miles west of Ottawa, town- 
ship of March, on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

March 18.—Inspection of Thompson Road crossing, Bridgeburg, Ont., on the line 
of the Grand Trunk railway, Michigan. Central railroad and Wabash railroad. 

March 19.—Inspection of road diversion made in accordance with Board’s order, 
Churchville, Ont., on the line of the Canadian Pacific railway. 

March 19.—Inspection re exemption from fencing, international boundary to 
Rossland, on the line of the Great Northern railway. 

March 19.—Inspection of overhead foot bridge at Queen street, Palmerston, 
erected in accordance with Board’s order, Palmerston, Ont., on the line of the Grand 


. Trunk railway. 


March 20.—Inspection of railway companies’ culverts and bridges across St. 
Pierre river, Rockfield, Que., on the lines of the Canadian Pacific railway and Grand 


Trunk railway. nt 

March 22.—Inspection, Montrose avenue undercrossing on the line of the Great 
Northern railway. 

March 27.—Inspection, opening for traffic, east of Prince Rupert, mile 181 to 
195, on the line of the Grand Trunk Pacific railway. ' . 

March 31.—Investigation and inspection of Canadian Pacific railway crossing 


in the parish of Rosser and Kildonan. 
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APPENDIX “FP” 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE OPERATING DEPARTMENT, FOR YEAR 
ENDING MARCH 31, 1913. 


The work of the Department being so extensive, it is impossible, wiihcut occupy- 
ing undue time and space, to make mention of all the details of the year’s work. But 
the matters touched upon below, in addition to the various formal statements, will 
perhaps convey some idea as to the nature of the work in the department. 

During the year ending the 31st of March, 1913, accidents to the number of 2,547 
were reported by the various railway companies under the jurisdiction of the Board, 
covering 643 persons killed and 2,231 persons injured, as set forth in statement No. 1. 

Statement No. 2 shows the total number of persons killed and injured and the 
nature of the accidents on each railway during the year. ; 

Statement No. 3 shows separately the number of passengers, employees and others 
killed and injured, and the nature of the accidents. 

Statement No. 4 shows the increases and decreases in the various accidents during - 
the year, compated with similar accidents in the year ending March 31, 1912. 

Statement No. 5 shows the increases and decreases in accidents by railways, com- 
pared with like accidents in the year ending March 31, 1912. 

Statement No. 6 shows separately the increases and decreases of accidents to pass- — 
engers, employees, and others during the year, compared with similar accidents in 
the year ending March 31, 1912. 

Accidents to the number of 621, covering 277 persons kilfed and 865 injured, were 
investigated and reported upon by the Board’s Operating Officers, as will be noted in 
statements Nos. 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11. 

On referring to statement No. 6, the reader will observe that 154 more persons 
were killed and 320 more injured in 1913 than in 1912. 

It is gratifying to note a decrease of 26 in the number of persons killed by de- 
railments; but it is to be regretted that there is an increase of 96 in the number of 
persons injured by derailments. This increase, which appears somewhat large, has 
not been the result of an increase in the number of derailments. The increase, in fact, 
can be traced to three or four unfortunate derailments which occurred on the lines 
of the Grand Trunk, Wabash, and Bay of Quinte railways, due, so far as experts have 
been able to ascertain, in one case, to a broken tendertruck; in another, to a broken 
tire on the driving wheel of an engine; and in the others, to track conditions. 
Inquiries into derailments have brought out the fact that track conditions are largely 
responsible for such accidents. This is mostly accounted for by the fact that railway ® 
companies have not, on the whole, increased the efficiency of their roadbeds propor- _ 
tionately with the increases in the weight of their rolling stock. . 

As to the number of persons killed and injured in collisions, a glance at the 
figures under head-on collisions shows an increase of 18 in the number of persons killed, 
and of 50 in the number of persons injured. The figures under rear-end collisions 
show an increase of 3 in the number of persons killed, and 59 in the number of per- 
sons injured. In the case of the increase in head-on collisions, the unfortunate acci-_ 
dent at Streetsville Junction on the C.P.R. on Thanksgiving day, 1912, might be made — 
mention of as contributing largely. As to the increase in rear-end collisions, no par- 
ticular accident can be singled out, the increase appearing to have been brought about — 
by a number of accidents occuring mostly on the lines of the Grand Trunk and Can- 
adian Pacifie railways. It is indeed unfortunate that accidents, the result of head- 
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on and rear-end collisions, are on the increase. At first thought, it would seem almost 
imperative that railway companies should be required to adopt, without undue delay, 
some form of positive block system on all lines. But we must not lose sight of the 
very important fact that the great majority of such accidents result from the non- 
observance of operating rules in effect. 

Under the heading of “Trespassers,” it will be observed that 251 were killed, and 
116 injured, an increase of 89 in the number killed, and a decrease of 6 in the number 
injured. 

A division of the totals as above, shown by provinces, is as follows:— 


Killed. Injured. 

CONTEST YOM 5 geal Ripe eda ae ne a a Ce SO 14 De 62 
WUebDCs areas. ered sy is Be) ce Se Pee Be oT 
Bier emr Ren eri lemie 208 ple yok wuld. tie AO 7 
SBME Lene Wainer ont a ey oh he le 10 
sp itishmeolumiieee sn ass bls ce kee wen od evan Bhs ear ol 7 
PRE Rr ibe aeemees ne wets hota Fh Sees 1) “na Sends oa eek oa 6 
ENS ara ria Gwiekiw.t ony nevi: us ciessr es Sin a baie ae 4 2 
ENGr Gries COUT rin baer si Rte, pee oe ry dines ns Bee te A Hi 
Oa SEN ae ES Ts oan ee I | 

Total 251 116 


It is suggested that railway companies take action against parties found tres- 
passing on their property, as provided for by the statutes. Only in this way, it would 
seem, can this destruction of life be prevented. ; 

It is gratifying to note a decrease in the number of highway crossing accidents. 
At protected crossings, there is a decrease of 3 killed and 12 injured; and, at unpro- 
tected crossings, a decrease of 7 killed and 5 injured. Investigations into accidents 
at protected crossings brought out the fact that in every case, with one exception, 
when gatemen neglected to lower gates, the injured person or persons were alone 
responsible. As to accidents at unprotected highway crossings, it might be noted 
that the bulk of such accidents happened at crossings where the view of trains was 
fairly good. In fact, more accidents happen at what might be considered non- 


' dangerous crossings than at crossings where the view is very bad. 


Accidents under the heading of “Unclassified” show a decrease of 41 killed and 
176 injured. This is due to the fact that a number of new headings have been intro- 
duced, and, as a consequence, a number of accidents which heretofore appeared under 
“Unclassified,” now appear under new headings. The same remark applies to acci- 


dents under the heading “Run down in yard, &c.,” which shows a decrease of 182 


injured. The accidents, under “Unclassified” are, as a rule, accidents of minor 
importance. 

Accidents to employees resulting from the adjustment of couplers in the coupling 
and uncoupling of cars, show an increase of 18 killed and 29 injured. Inquiry into 
such accidents shows that employees are not careful enough when, switching cars, 


being apparently willing to take chances and go between cars to adjust knuckles 


when the cars are in motion; and the matter of improvement in the way of decreas- 
ing injuries under this head is in the hands of the men themselves. 

Under the heading “ Locomotive dropped crown sheet of fire box” it will be noted 
that one employee was killed and ten injured, an increase of seven injured over last 
year. In every case the accident was due to low water. 

The inspection of safety appliances on equipment has been given very close 
attention during the year, as will be seen from statement No. 12, which sets out in 
detail the various defects reported. During the year, 187,054 home and foreign cars 


a 
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were inspected; and defects to the number of 14,186 were reported, the percentage of 
defects running up as high as 56-13. | 

While reports show that there has been a decided improvement in the up-keep of 
the equipment, ete., still there is ample room for closer attention and better work — 
under this head. | 

The large percentage of home and foreign cars reported with air brakes inopera- 
tive would warrant the railway companies in issuing instructions to their inspectors — 
- at interchange points to give more careful attention to this very important safety 
appliance, as it would seem from the heavy percentage of foreign cars with defective 
air equipment reported, that sufficient attention is not being given to this part of the | 
equipment by our Canadian railway inspectors at interchange points, as they are | 
apparently accepting cars with air-brake defects which should be remedied before 
being accepted or be repaired before being allowed to proceed. 

Reports also show that a very large percentage of uncoupling levers on both home 
and foreign cars are inoperative on account of defective conditions, such as broken — 
chains, broken clevises, pins out of place, ete. This is a very important safety device 
for the prevention of men going between the cars, and should receive more considera-~ 
tion from the railway companies than they are apparently giving it at present. j 

While the conditions are such that in many instances it would warrant a fine 
being imposed upon the railway companies for the defective condition of these very 
important safety appliance devices, we find that when the attention of the railway 
officials is called to the defects, they are willing and ready at all times to remedy 
them. ‘The defects complained of could be very easily. remedied at very moderate 
cost by providing more suitable arrangements. 

Reports show that safety appliances on passenger equipment are being well kept 
up; a decided improvement has been made in regard to the general up-keep of the 
cars; and the rules and regulations regarding the cleanliness of the interior of the 
ears is fairly well lived up to. During the year, 1,022 passenger cars were inspected. 

During the year, locomotives to the number of 5,473 were inspected as regards — 
safety and fire protection appliances, and the care of boilers and their appurtenances. 

Reports show that order No. 16570 issued by the Board in connection with fire 
protection appliances is receiving careful attention from railway companies. 

While there has been a decided improvement in safety appliances on locomotives, 
reports received still show a large number of defects, principally in uncoupling lever 
devices, hand grabs, broken springs, ete. However, railway companies immediately | 
take steps to have the defects remedied on their attention being called to same. | 

In the matter of rules and instructions for the inspection and testing of loco- 
motive boilers and their appurtenances, as per order No. 14115, dated April 14, 1911, 
reports received show 4,725 locomotives owned by railway companies under the juris- 
diction of the Board; and the number of annual inspection reports and specifications 
of the locomotive boilers received would indicate that the railway companies are | 


| 
| 


living up to the requirements of the order. ; 
Number of monthly reports received .. .. .. .. -- «+ «+ 52,295 
Number of annual reports received .. .. .. .. .. +. + +» 8,745 
Number of specifications received.. .. .. .. ..-. +... -- 3,172 


Since the inception of the Board of Railway Commissioners, the matter of 
railway safety appliance standards has been regulated by sections 264 and 268 of the 
Railway Act; and orders issued from time to time by the Board, until February 17, 
1913. 

In 1910, an Act to promote the safety of employees and travellers on railways 
was passed by the United States Congress, compelling all railroad companies under 
the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission to equip. their cars and 
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locomotives in accordance with the regulations known as the United States Safety 
‘Appliance Standards. 

| Owing to the large number of cars interchanged between Canada and the United 
States, and the number of locomotives used in international traffic, it was deemed 
advisable to have a uniform standard of safety appliances eealatione for both 
countries; and, on recommendation of the Board’s operating officers, after a hearing 
before the Board, order No. 102, dated February 17, 1913, was issued, standardizing 
safety appliance equipment, to confornt to sections 264 oad 268 of our Canadian 
Railway Act and the requirements of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

It will be noted from statement No. 13 that 90 highway crossings, at which 
accidents happened, were inspected and reported upon as to view, ete. 

Statement No. 14 shows that 51 highway crossings were inspected and reported 
upon as to view, ete., on being complained of to the Board as being dangerous and 
requiring protection. 

On referring to statement No. 15, we find that protection, in various forms, was 
provided at 87 highway crossings dace the year. In almost every case, the Railway 
Grade Crossing Fund furnished financial assistance. 

Statement. No. 16 shows that station locations to the number of 184 were 
examined and approved during the year. The majority of the sites approved, it will 
be noted, cover points in Western Canada. 

The principal orders concerning operating matters are summarized in statement 
No. 1%. 
| Station buildings and surroundings, to the number of approximately 800, were 
inspected as to cleanliness, accommodation, etc., during the year. 
| Complaints of a general character, to ihe number of approximately 600, were 
‘inquired into, and reported upon by this department. These complaints are mentioned 
in the secretary’s portion of the report for the year. 

In addition to the large number of complaints of a formal nature, such as those 
above referred to, the inspectors have reported upon many other matters requiring 
attention—observed while doing other work, taken up in an informal way, and settled 
directly with the railway companies. 

To accomplish the work briefly outlined herewith, has required the travelling of 
approximately 450,000 miles, or an average of 1,500 miles a day. 
| It is gratifying to notice that our principal railway companies are taking a deep 
interest in the “Safety First” idea; and, with such vigorous effort to reduce acci- 
dents to the minimum, there can, be nothing but success in the end. 
| In order to reduce to a minimum the number of injuries to enginemen through 
derailment while running engine tender first, circular No. 103, issued January 3, 1913, 
directs all railways subject to the Board’s jurisdiction to issue instructions requiring 
that engines running tender first, other than suburban tank engines equipped with 
pilot on tender, shall not exceed a speed of twenty (20) miles an hour. 

On account of the number of accidents to employees through riding on engine 
pilots, railway companies have, by the issuance of circular No. 94, dated October 21, 
1912, been directed to issue instructions to the effect that the practice of riding on 
‘mgine pilots, except when switching in yards, be discontinued. 

| The matter of requiring railway companies to provide some definite form of 
srotection for car repairers, as made mention of in circular No. 98, dated November 
19, 1912, is still under consideration by the department. Railway companies are now 
1 : @ statements giving the name of each point at which car repairers are located, 
and explaining the manner in which car repair tracks at such points are now 
rotected. 

Attention is called to the issuance of circular No. 102, under date of J: anuary 
‘18, 1918, pointing out to the various railway companies the importance of issuing 
'® officials in charge of motive power such instructions as will insure change of wheels 
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on locomotives and tenders before flanges are so badly. worn as to come under 
M.O.B. standard defect gauge, thereby reducing to a minimum the chance of derail- 
ment from sharp flanges. 
The matter of standardizing the location of the emergency valve in passenger 
equipment was spoken to berore the Board at a sitting in January, when it was 
suggested that further particulars be obtained. 
The investigation of certain accidents attended by personal injury brought out 

the fact that, had the emergency valve been readily accessible, loss of life and property 
could, in many cases, have been prevented. - 
~ Railway companies are now filing plans of suggested standard location; and it is 
expected that the matter will be satisfactorily disposed of shortly. 
Investigations into certain accidents attended by personal injury, the result of 
collisions and derailments, established the fact that a large number of passengers were — 
killed and injured by the telescoping of cars. 
With a view to having railway companies adopt some form of truck and body- 
bolster locking device, to prevent the trucks from leaving the body of car, thereby 
preventing cars from telescoping, the matter was spoken to before the Board at a _ 
sitting in February, at which sitting one of the principal railway companies sub 
mitted a model of-a truck and body-bolster locking device recently put into use on 
a number of modern passenger cars. bg 
In view of such device being only in the experimental stage, it was thought best 

to defer the matter for a time, to note results. 
With the number of high speed motor cars now in use on the various railways, 
and the number being continually added to, the question of whether or not railways — 
should be called upon to equip the same with a warning signal for use when approach- 
ing highway crossings, is under consideration as made mention of in circular No. 92, 
dated October 2, 1912. — 
Reference is herewith made to order No. 17211, dated July 24, 1912, requiring | 
railway companies to adopt and put into force, not later than the first day of 


the testing of hearing and eye-sight of employees engaged in the operation of trains. 
Several meetings have been held with officials of the electric railway companies 


operating rules; but, on account of there being so much difference in the operatin 
conditions of the various electric railways, it was found that it would be somewhat 
difficult to provide a satisfactory set of rules; so, in view of this, the matter of a 
uniform code of rules was dropped for the time being, and the various electric railway — 
companies are now compiling and submitting to the Board for approval, operating 
rules applicable to their respective lines. ; 

Positive protection from collision has already been provided at a large numbel 
of level, or what is known as “diamond” crossings, by the installation of interlocked* 
signalling and derailing appliances; but there are still a great many level crossing 
at which the form of protection is not above criticism, and in order to bring abo 
uniformity in the protection provided and establish adequate protection, the Engin 
ing and Operating departments are jointly considering the advisability of requirin 
the installation of interlocking plants at all level crossings not so protected; but 
account of the large number of such crossings and the special circumstances affect 
each, it will take time to secure satisfactory results. 

The matter of providing some efficient form of protection at junction points— 
where one line intersects another—is one of considerable importance. The rail : 
companies are at present submitting particulars of protection, if any, now provi 
at the various junction points, for consideration by the Engineering and Operatin 
departments ; but, on account of the large number of junction points, it will be so: 
time before the matter is finally disposed of. 
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THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA. 


StaTeMENT No. 1.—Showing the Number of Persons Killed and Injured on Various 
Railways in Canada under the jurisdiction of the Board for the Year ending 
March 31, 1913. 


vie 
| 
| Passengers. | Employees. | Ot! rer Person s. | Total 
Name of Railway. 
| ETE I K. I K I K I 
i 
Algoma Central and Hudson Bay..|......../........ irs | age eam ae | Ae | 1 1 
Epeormrrtiasterm and sl rane, COt ost. isc ncnoseesc cele cease. [eis ayaa Leta | gba MR es, 
PyeOMOUINGG. 0556.20 sleledecas. | 2 PRS al beet a Re He a OE ihe REE iAP 2 25 
See Wa etn © Week oak ul gc c-iaats|s oka acs loa cec eas es edie 1 Ps |e a iW eae 
Boston and Maine................. eect eyes) eo area tari tek < etd tas Pasion | ede get Ta |e eer 
British Columbia Electric eye NACA itt ee ve alle const Sri wees 1 1 i] 1 
KSanadian Pacific......:........:.- TB es EB 140 | 281 147 76 300 500 
@Wanadian Northern..............- i) By. 21 | 490 23 22 45 544 
Canadian Northern Quebec........ abopa anes 17 aa 74 4 2 9 93 
Canadian Northern Ontario....... boteotoee | ot 10 | 22 2 8 12 32 
Mmentral Vermont......0:.-2..-.-:- ows 12 ee) D Ai eee a ee 1 2 15 
‘Central WDEALION TOR ee oes i Ek Pte hPa iAP |e eae ee RT eee a Na Re a 
PePMENTONEA TLANTIC: ok crea give ovwiess [vee oo a me Ff anste rece 1 4 1 y 2 6 
| EEOC ETN 22 <0. fice es otec eee ss 4 | 146 | 3 | 226 102 79 179 451 
\Grand Trunk Pacific.............. heehee: exeee's. ee ketic | 8 7 31 189 
BerateNOEUNCEN ) 0. : aosees cess | <i corse. pees bee ine eee j WE" | east oe ieee ee 1 
MONG TKEOMINES, Oi. ans getesec-|seeees-: eer ene eee pea | ipbea see (ie eRe bok: Me ena 2 
Beenxstonand: Pembroke... 25 s-0\|.sc0r- i. |ecns vcs: 17) 2 1 fo ewe Tain 2 
‘London and Lake Erie Trans. Co..|........ | ha DA a coa seks egal Wee ake | 2 2 
Welmebioan Central........-25-.256° te} Ara Lo 104 ae 6 | 20 114 
‘Niagara, St. Catharines and Tor-' 
«ONS ere fencers oleae See [eos epee. Valen Rah Sadicme a 1 EASARS 
Ottawa and New York.. a ia hase? Se Une (eee a Bea Coed | MGatAae i | a oe el Gates 
a RR leeds | 1D By Itoh 8 Bt 1 it Bere 1 1 
mere Marquette.........2....0.5.. one eae | oral Sal 15 4 | Le 20 
‘Quebec Ry., Lightand PowerCo..)........ Keytar eee 1s epee Mets es eee (epee pak Sen Var ea 
Quebec, Montreal And SOUGHErNs)..| oe .c 0s: - beet Ns eae ene UT) tRe ot oe Seen Res ce A 7 
St. Lawrence and Adirondack..... pope wee js eee eee ed ecrat Bee eer Lae BS ee 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo...|........ 2 2) 19,9] 5 3 eo 154 
TOUS LE ee atest iricer | (cae eel (Ree Pinan k Nek ae 1 Perce 
‘Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern..|........ 1 sh ees) 3 | | 4 { 12 
innipeg Joint Terminals. . Nl eine foal ace eee 2 | 3 1 3 | 3 6 
Windsor, Pissexandiialke Shore... .|.....-.-f .es]oe sons F opeedea is Meebo A 4) 2am Atle eee 
ODS ee aaa eee [2 Bs oe 20 | thes DD A eg eae 4 | 2 | 46 
| Say 410 | 303 | 1,603 319 218 | 643 | 2,231 
f ae ee a ee eee ee 
. 
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Srarement No. 3.—Showing Separately the Number of Passengers, Employees and 
others Killed and Injured and the Nature of the Accidents, for the Year ending 
March 31, 1915. 
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Overhead bridge 
‘Cars on repair track moved while men at work... 
Falling off top of car while walking over train...... 
Falling between cars, walking over train.. 
TULAMEpArLne GAG colliding en. esos ook loge et ol eran See 
Getting off train in TLL ONGLODI yan Seen oar) a) 21 
Attempt to board train in motion 2 
Locomotive dropped crown sheet of firebox. . 
Repairing cars on running tracks when mov d. 
‘Electrocuted eh ore Gee ae 
Run down in yard by moving engines or cars...... 1 1 
‘Caught in frog, guard rail, or switch rod.. 
Caucsht while throwing -switGh....<-.....asdes peas gale; mee Las eee 
Falling off cars while climbing ladders. sca aig all etek bel tres prneees 
Falling off cars while working hand brake... | 
Asphyxiated in tunnel 
Handling freight 


el 
or 
ou _ 
KNW WOr RAR NOW 


Handling O. CS. material....0)...- 10: pach seen ee Wage ha? 
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Srarement No. 4.—Comparative Statement in Totals of Killed and Injured between 
Year ending March 31, 1912, and Year ending March 31, 1913, Separately and 


for each Accident. 
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Character of Accidents. 1912 1913. 
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Collision with cars foul of main line................ 5 7 2 ies | arg eae re re | 6 
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Dronnistonminby ar emer brn ren. Ase aoe ls wectes seas orate oleate es Sees lam 8 Balter suaaben let eke 
@ollision at level crossing. ...........--,.--5++0045- 2 2 Fe lee ort ceogl eae ROR [tess ae ae ec 4 
Highway crossing PE OUE CUCU tier Peet 4. svete eracexncu nes ea 13 26 10 LAR oar el eenn 3 12 
Highway crossing unprotected..................-.. 36 53 29 ASTNGE. 60 eee: 7 5 
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Crawling between cars over couplers........-....-.J-.-.-- Te hescedsterths 1a eicecd eas case eras 6 
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Falling off tender while handling coal..............]...... A eee ero 7 Wace a ers WL a aS Pal ae pa . 
Falling off tender while taking water..............]-..... HOE Restos eres Sel laa c cleo ee 2 
gyel sie FASUINOT aS crane auhithe, U ine Seen Naren ee 5 171 | 3 176 's CIS On 
AHN OT IN PUOtOLeNSINCr coe ons .jdagetactnes a Sota 5 i if i OD haiealt re 2 oe Ce 
Pererhiead bridge... ...7... 266... eee eee te eee PE hi ee tert ean rel [rae os Me, ll opie [neon 2 Jes 
Cars on repair track moved while men at work....|...... 4 3 2 | Oe [tsk ose caceaaiee 2 
Palling off top of car while walking over train...... 2 29 10 43 8 14 see A paeere ee 
Faliing between cars walking over train.. ce 2 3 2 € Jowene zi re orth oes ieee a: 
Train partivg and colliding...........-...+--. +++: |e-+-2-fe- oe: 1 8 my Sal POR oni ies Pic 
Getting off train in TMOUMOU: Fe «vee ben ee sot 8 43 12 53 as TOs nc nsec rete 
Attempt to board train in motion.. Sn BOne 4 26 16 40 12) 14 ]......)---+0- 
Locomotive dropped crown sheet of fire box. eae 1 3 1 Oi eeee: 7 Bee Manet ct 
Repairing cars on running track when moved.......)......|-..-.: 6 2) 6 7 rie Seay yo 
OIC in ga ciete ae mee Saree ce prin [oy es ss By abs corte B fees eeefeesee eles (55 
Run down in yard by moving engine or cars........ BS ileeLoo 5D 64 17 Soe a wore | 2 
Caught in frog, guard rail or witch TOU ewe hee Ba lode poe: 2 if 2 7 RO eal ani 
Waucht while throwime Switch. . oi... .-se ee eee ede we eee | ee oe i 5 1 Dyiitiees ores ce dict ae. 
Falling off cars while climbing ladders. . Wey a ea, slic ae arctan ee Sills ox 15 |...... oe 
poling off cars while working. Ban taieis Ota it let ina ak: Gilets: Gulia. la 
PerNATAUPE CMU FUNC le eens Gera siiee te omens Givers Pech eae ori tale = erates epee iors | kes acfeesee Veto oSeRe 
Biewreilinotrera lite hacia sce toe he gw ferme a Ieee oe S 52 3 a4 BP rere) era aac: 
Handling 0. C. S. material....-..0....0.000 eee Setar: 1 61 1 | Baers 
Menainnee an -TeCNAlTiNe se... 00.6 e oe sie cs a oe Ne ney aifleisie wae nee 4 8 4 | Je eee once 
Bearscineii COAL CHULEC jas ccs he eet oe eee ce te sslee someloe sere 1 7 1 Neer Barc 
a ee dn nap os vine hye ee hye oe HN ikea ell ota wa|peengs[teens stores ve ae 
Cars moved while loading or unloading............ ae teat |e glee: 2 3 y Se ll -aceohetnr | Meena 
Nic Sn oil Garren det fu ee ahoepen= oie | Pee eietllls oo lal eles 2 ee 
at 1 eR eC ev isereee cc lore Se stn ee eel [ne hao 244 | 708 ; 
eevirorpnergy NE Sa at RS gitar eae necer a Pare ed (ieee fencecorte 9 fortune (acne! | a 90 | 388 
r 39 
CEES a Ok a iPS) ea (Ca Pe 154 | 320 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


Srarement No. 5.—Comparative Statement in Totals of Killed and Injured between 
Year ending March 31, 1912, and Year ending March 31, 1913, and each Railway 


Separately. 


Name of Railway. 


GOAN GENEL Date ice, see ees ie eek eserves 
Algoma Eastern 
Bay of Quinte 
Brockville, W. P. and N. W 
Boston and Maine 
British Columbia Electric 


Canadian Pacific 
Canadian Northern 
Canadian Northern Quebec...5.....0-.s006-. 00. 
Canadian Northern Ontario 
Central Vermont 
Central Ontario 


Kingston and Pembroke 
London and Lake Erie Trans. Co 
Michigan Central 
Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto 
Ottawa and New York 
Oshawa 
Pere Marquette 
Quebee Railway Light and Power 
Quebec, Montreal and Southern 
St. Lawrence and Adirondack 
Toronto, Hamilton and Buffalo 
Temiscouata 
.Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern 
Winnipeg Joint Terminals 
Windsor, Essex and Lake Shore 
VET Ger ic] 6 Eiger by SAI Rn ge NN aie Ree 8) ah Na EY 
Osi anis. anil Centvraluvermonte... «1 ics noe 
Esquimalt and Nanaimo 
C.P.R. and G.T.R 


Git we 6 @ wih Cpe ie 96 Oe Me. 6 ale a 


panies = ene BDI keane a a ira oat Se 8 
Montreal Park and Island 


= @ 

H 

1913. 5 

« 

1912. 1913. : 

4 

Increase. Decrease. é 

e 

ie 2 

K. | 1, p0 FE Te e 

| 

Reve! 1 1 1 2: eh ee on 

ie ee et tel) ie eee 1 23 ee ee 

ne te Behe QBil Ds eae eee ee é 

2 eee bets 1 eos Cee Coe 

ae ee 1 lpi THIS ee ig 

she een ee ee ‘Poeene i 

277 1°..364 | 300.1) ‘500° |! ast “eG eee : 

94) 516| 45 | 544/] 21 O90, 5. ao. ee g 

Pea sleet 93! 2 20"). ce Ol a Hy 

11 28 TOR Spee pay oy 4415 0 ae > 
re 2 164 A OL 

1 iW eee i petea 1h See ee 19g 
2 2 D 6 fewest re ee fe 
112) 542) 179! 451 67 ty oe. 91 

23 | 118 31 | 189 re eit) 4 

1 fh Gog Bee ore 1 1% 

seen s Viiheeed 1 hows sakes oaks oe 
eS as 2 Pe oe aa ra a Po 
Tite th med 8 2 2 Dh aceasta stile: @iar cet ae 

11°; 109°) ©2014 9 Sons ae 

1 mes Pentel Poem ce ie | 19 

he ae Gee gee es Lb. igh. Pa 
hh aaa Ps ad eee Be ee Ce eee 

1 12 a 0 6 B shady an —— 
2 3 ye ee ed Peete | ces 4:1] 3 

1 DOL oe, ra eee a eee 1) 15m 
Re? Doren) eae tek oneal eee, © | an 
3 BT at 57h sans 4) 9 ee | ae 
iP ee a | et Perens Peery! ee — 
1 Sei Wg 12 5 a eee ee oe |. oa 
hh ae 3 6 3 Oe ee 
ee 1 1 3 1 es 
a6 yaar 1S Baars 10 1). 

vas 6 aks hac RE a es a ee 6G 

Reet) Seune eek be Ih 1 |... 
ee phe ay a ode aa 28 onl eee 1 

Hira ke, (er a: eres ae iy eee aie YF 2a 
PAE epi epee ee oad ak POM: Gs 1 
1 MAR eas Pp to NN [8 T) 1 2 
eo B's. ra htedald ephce aaa eee 2 
——— ——— —— 
eel eee en ltee ALGO eae eee 

bei & O50 Us ses a Ah 2 2h ge eee 6 127 & 
Bien rere oes $54] 320 |......|-a0se 

| 
v 
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Statement No. 6.—A Comparative Statement of Killed and Injured between Year 
ending March 31, 1912, and Year ending March 31, 1913. 


Passengers. | Employees.| Others. Total. 

: K I K ie K 21 K I 
wearmendinge March 31, 1912... 26 fa ac c eect ens 28 |. 292 | 230 1,878 | 231 | 241) 489 | 1,911 
Mearrending March 315 1998 saa. a... ol osgse vee a 21 | 410] 3038 |1,603 | 319 | 218) 643 | 2,231 
Rorease ver 1912... 5.5 --i.2-d.0cbe sees SERB ah ANT each LIS owls sek aera, 154, 320 
MP ECTEASO OVCll Glo aere raisers, arse ale! sti «els inca) Bie o,* e.sus' ere Uo lleteasieteei | iesieketaeel eee Jessees PASE Wacecho cil sees 


ae 
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SratemMEeNT No. 


ot 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA .- 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


during year ending March 31, 1913. 


Showing Collisions Attended by Personal Injury Investigated 


Jan. 


Date. Place. Railway. Killed. 
eS th Bellevailléi fat, use tetiant Con ee eee ee sell ated Ace es 1 
GOI 2 > cet Crombies, one and half miles south...... C,PaR ce an Lak ci eet 
eu) OAR gee, Dal tOn Se occ Weta atects ss ce act ee ee a cal oi Ree 1 
28, 1912 Merrittonz.s. <. stg: sented aeetterae bene meets (Gel Re circa ae oe 
12O1O12 2a) a Port ELOpe. tect a dest ee See Ee GST SRR RS eee 2 
DO AGTS See ty CAN GEL Oyen aa: secs eee cet a IGEN GIR es ese aac eee 
10, 1912 | CRUEL bos tc Wel eneh «Re Red Dee GPR Sea 
SOT OTD con el) PRASOL Will Gin chop etcioc che Slee et een ae NE afl Wl A arena cho engi wee el 
14, 1912 ~a Reds Rock Mile66:8ac85: 6 ee nee SPoR ee eee 3 
24, 1912 SI LOrOnGtO, LANLOM ScaULO lace: sri a eerie Te Lites Salle eee cae 
G71 O52 een SBA DD OIG ce eo Oth Rackets eee eee Cebatiee 1 
Gy OU eee PMICLORID TY ONC sa. oc al a hcecse eee aa MiG RE Meal eee 
22, 1912 Pol lefost sy rao Cc) nl (Circe bo cere cra A GEARS ee cthlek a Goer 
Dy LAL Aaya COMMIS LLG Retin cas nae cos as Me a ge ene B. & H. E 1 
SDL ates ea Cre SiSS ELL krone d oat Coe een ee oe Galoheant ores 1 
ost Ol em \West Peierporouc hac. sees eee in ranean EP SRA Vesa 
DORON OG Mise hots DATO Deh ba aire ee acs | tn eee QM GAS Wo. a eee ee 
DUE UO se ee te WIL GR RG ls Henk seas sais avait, <a eee ee CrPe Roe hc aie ees 
fas 0) We faaelea WOVicirisn Tuite eit nh eta seem < ats ince aan A gill 5 terse SORE al ree BE. whe, 
2 LOL? jects Craigs. Nuileage: 60-6) nc. cca eee Gish eee 1 
12 LOZ Newtonville Pe oe Tae ac neee et Gi sR ee eee 
8, 1913 Ole vVEnGen toe malin. cue enna CEP Ree 6 
A ION2 pen ae OFLage dun ChlOba..k acc eee eee CuING Rio. cel eee mes 
Gr O12. cee Mam iCo WAT. an ote. cong Queen ae ee an ee Gear eekielers.) aoe 
21, 1912 ..;Prince: Rupert; near Mile 41.0.7. a.0 0... GAP Reet eae 
29, 1912 Aske Pies: cnt. chs caine ae eee ee CANGR aus elt, eee ee 
PALO Dy re are ML ARON ener ae cil ee Oy eeeene ee E.&N.R 1 
Di 1912 wl OC ETC Rien vicinne tees Bus he a eee C3P Rise: 1 
BOS ree Eran hte Se ete cer are ie ee GPRS. cesealice tat cere 
15, 1912......|Mileage 2, near Fort WilMiam............ CoN US etenaditeere eee 
29, 1912 aj Ot UM DOL Gor irate kent eee ee Gx Rae ee 1 
4, 1912 wiktochelapa. GAy tao ghee omens C. PUR iect ake eerie 
20, 1912 AI GTESt thot Ghee ie eee oe een Ie CG ad Dd Bk Ae 1 
DO PLOT ee eel VWAEINVOLE.,. kee Ae ee GPR 2 
16101 Lotti hi gee Ue ea eer ee eae et Pe) Ae CP Ro sale eee 
12 1912 ee a bellewilles ard. ©.+- cat aie ae GAPS Sane was 1 
30, 1912. ...../West Lorne, 14 miles east..............- IPAM oper: 1 
ZO S01 Deere Ardley s:,. cae ue OREO Gre 1 
13, 191272. 2,..<1 Ketson: near M-P. 875'and S76: «ee el Gee 
Bs, LOL em Stee tS Willen IeCtONie anna ee tae GEROR ia ee oe 2 
DELO De ee ee VEL CORR acd <eeic e oe cee ee Gas Ree ee ee 
26; LOL esc SAI MATMICOme cas oul ae eee ee GE RES cect aaa Oe ee 
19, 1912..:...|/Mileage 39, Havelock Sub............... CoPak 1 
Ay LOT De io. ep YVAN CISD as wie. oitstaroe aaa ere eee Glee; 1 
20 LOU ey LONG ON, MEAT +...crs cues les ae eee 1 Pe sal BRA SH, 3 
BL A0I25 2... | Mahawa, 1% males weste. 00-90 eee CuP sh a sone 4 
nS LOUD: sae WGSSOR 7.0. chan cee ae Cae eae oe eee Gre Gs: 1 
LOD EAE WOO: SCAT oye cen ope rr tena hee CPR 1 
LOU Cassell Panich ills. 2eke toe he a ee ee CURR ne 1 
LOvLOI2) i ortage lacerairiess .) ee eee ee eck Genk Pao. eee ee eee 
ES OTS Oc uga| Urine Saskcnns-4., Sse cee see ee eae CUR naa 1 
25, 1912....../Toronto, Strachan Avenue.............. (BEI SR see. Pere mn ee oe 
28, 1912. ae eee Cartier, Man J abate g es ata do tis a WE oer i Bie Ge N. R 5 eae Reng CN ce 
2971912. anal Lbervillen. phe: cae ae ee oe ee GurBikeas Sowa Late eee 
20: POTD i, Morrisburg ier aie eee ae CB peel LER ate Sei Pg l Seleneebee ete 
La, AON ree Windsor, Yard... <a, tasen ioe ee OE aah ener 
WORE ID BPN OY ellis, he ee ee aR Goa new 
18, 1912 sPvanlioe 4 on... oo ee Oa Sh seer pee 1 
11, 1912......|Tanners Siding, near Wauhasheen........ GoDeER. a 1 
GR AOTD See Ramp Stations ce re, eet te ee ve, ee Cae ees bee oe 
£4 191 2 ee Nelles Cormara hrs.) Sa ee ae eee Wabash....... 1 
29, 1912 w HAT Bye eines os otc ie vce t a en aa Go ea Ht era as 20 
24, 1913.00. 0 ChObOaI CHG Lae bee Cee ee eae 1G oT RS, Smeal ecg eee 
26,1912 Fs. AT Dibrth ot, MeP ooo Ta, tae 85a iene COIN ROB Hee 1 
§, 1912. -..; <1 Cotean Diamond. Sous. eee GP RE ese ae aes 
20, 1012) uae) CraAnscpnen se ee ee Cee eee (Pe) gt ae 
6, 1901S Te. Wiainipen saan). cay eee ee ee CAN > He oes me cee 


Injured. 
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STaTEMENT No, 7.—Showing Collisions Attended by Personal Injury Investigated 
during Year ending March 31, 1913—Continued. 


« 


Date. Place. Railway Killed. | Injured. 
(G0 AO ee eee Bran dontss, te ees ater Oe ere ia (Odes Aaa er car LSS ieee eee 
Se LO VSS cnny rs Granielonceine heicicicts ate csen ee ns. Cree Rene: 1 1 
PHOT Sak ec. GUGM Tian tea hittin a citone oe uci eres eae Geen enneae Lis Lt eyo "i 
QOSIOTSee cee! COLCAUOUN COM sce chen atl te CORTES RA eal rc reset 2 
DIOS eras. Rett) LIBIEH Cl OY 2s a te Si ace aCe Eat ek enema GEAR err ee mer arte a 5 
TEA V2 ete ar Derry, VlAlen ead her eas nr re ae CaN Ree eee 1 
7, 1913 I CLONn COGN ara tate etidar ta eee aD Satine Cee Ree 2 3 
8, 1913 SHO OUNACOUSHee isaac. ae acinar aan CEN ORy a | RM |r Pennie ae 
OL OLS ee. (Gran GeNleren Gets et De rien es et CaN Oe arene en 1 
3, 1913 MUL ele Apeleree este. a ee CRIN SON SEC ho 2 
Stall See HochelacaeVard ey fans ie ee as Glo hokey. or: NSN iho eee Ae 
OMA NG emee eee (ONE OMA UNM E Lost resce-s oes eect cee ore =! hae -t ae as os IME Mai ccrscltee ar eesete | 3 
12, 1913 BNR esCotos Wan sande seers net eee ces Gale Rie bia 1 
Dileel Olomee ree. SeelbaTUDOLun ee et cee ees GAN RR Fao imee peas | 14 
3, 1913 Pu ellenillerr eat war ceta ce tec: oe sere (CRC R, Beep | ili Ase ieee re 
US eIQUS es seca Station 7522, Mileage 205:4.............. GIN Omnenes 1 1 
POs Nixon Station: isc Sos. tel be ke Wabssbiecs cce.eck ey | 1 
DLOI ae wees LONG Y, DOO ly 2 MILES CABSUN. «crerajeccto tere vehelsuareys Ce PP Reyes ithe. 1 
3, 1913 AN RHIAN & bag Oece eu pace Bae ae Ae ONS Gry dlc litopo peso cok cone | 10 
OW LOU eee Gritel Diets feces eae katie a Salvi tie) OP PRRs salteae wae anes 1 
Bo taleerts dain a 243 
i) 
é 
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STATEMENT No. 


RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS FOR CANADA 


—Showing Derailments siesnaet by Personal Injury Investigated 


4 GEORGE V., A. 1914 


during Year ending March 31, 1913. 
File Date Place. Railway. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv. { 
1989 |Jan. 1 De re Carainal® Var. teoesraiicee cor ears Gera Risa see Shea eee “ 
1993 |Feb COSA ae bang han, q incense acm eve malice areas CeENGabae con: lgeane eke 1 |& 
2002 |Mar OT OID Re eae Hawarden Pe Rae eve ees (ORM eat SRE arte 1 1 
2005 |Jan SOs Ole ee Shevlin, 3 EIMIle WES un iate cee vas ee reas GONSRee ee oclt ee eee 5 
2008 |Jan Py aga AN PE renee oa Cote, 4 milo cagG. a) CM eee eee CANE Esnatace 18 8 
2016 |Mar. 23, 1912...... BHighterienccldtienic age eee Ree er erie GE Ras eal ener 1 = 
2020 |Jan. 28, 1912...... Between Ochre and Pelson.............. CON SR lee eee tees 7 = 
2024 |Apr. 11, 1912 PPavODa wo TRILES Wes tse ana uieayemmtte eee (Ore all Saas el ev sieue treme 2% 
2032 |Apr SOLIS ed Mileage bP, ee ee RS roe perce mre oo 5 2 COINS Ree aee eee 14 
2039 |May al Oh Dee ae Mileage 483, Toronto Sub............... GMP AR icc donee ee 2 a 
2049 |Mar GAGI2 PLB Laclewvellll ; sons sete sas cs so coy ae ee ae ee Ge eee ee 2 3 
2062 |May 21, 1912...... White Rock, 2 miles north.............. N 3, Vic Oe Hs sponse aaa 5 
2068 |Feb. 28,19 2 .|Mileage 149, Saskatoon Sub............. Cz NARG eal eeu ee 1 
2098 |June APO 12a a Strome, 1 milesiwest.. s.\a<emee seem CEP MRa ee ccce To “hieaies 
2111 |Apr. 26, 1912 s(Minitonas® Ps 7S. CONE Raia sie eres 1 @ 
2110 |June 14, 1912 Gravel Station, Mile 30-4............... CoP SEU. ran eer 2 a 
2115 jJuly 1 Oe oe Mileage 74.0 on,. cemeteries CuNG Raa 1 29 
ZAG GU ee 21902. ee Shavanappi (once ae ccce eh hme eer CaP. Ree ape 10 @ 
2126 |May 29, 1912...... Wocdde PR AGES As pe ERA ul 2 CRANES ie anaes 1 @ 
2131 |June 14, 1912...... it Best 2 Aaa See eae Roe arr ay om ARIA Cit 2 Pee nc Ce IN GOR pe toe ate ctetcneaae 3 
ZiS2 pune. 20,1912 Mine: 2 ONT 2d: ese cisch ore mee CANF Rite realtesnscemesae , = 
2146 |July 16, 1912...... IBD PRO Roe Ee Ree Aen AG omen co neiids CAR aR ac 1, N05 
2165 |July 15, 1912 .| Dunnville, 4% miles west................ Gis TAR alee 25 
2192 |July 74 BRB MAPS DEG UM eo cele) nets ont eee CAING AR ae sales beleceee 1 
2231 |June 4, 1912 SIPROINITOT Wy ices crc vasceteie aast ear keene me Oey BAR aeccntaltsa) at eter 9 @ 
2236 |Sept LOL anes SUM Mite stana, pipe. asa.) epee ree 8 ged 5 ey rad) SHER, eget orice? 1 = 
224i NOct. 2019025. 3. Kanoston iat wiasscln siete oe cote ae B. of Quinte 2 14 
2249 |Aug. 6, 1912 eiBerliniSpurcrackereee ae) cae oe eens GhPe Re | eee rer 1 
2255 |Aug. 2, 1912...... M1 P.80 near Gillespie.s.-. .cssee eee CAL Se rale oa een 1 
2256 |July 3, 1912...... ME. opel mile southiGrayo en. eee Ce Pe or tll arenes 1 
2258 |June 4, 1912...... MM; P43) Rossburmisulsay seats eee CONGR Ane | aeiticems eres 1 
2261 iSept. 14, 1912... ... IBridgzerh82: 5 Lasts. .cne nie eee antes GANS Rene denon 1 
2262 |Sept. 26, 1912 .|Chatham W. Prairie Siding............. GY DER Ae Scenes 35 
2267 |Oct. 14, 1912...... Rawdon Pits. ee cae ee ean eee Oo NeOe alee 19 
2286 |Aug. 31, 1912...... Chatham, 1} miles east.................. MGT eiiineemannnl Ge cmaeieunc. 7 
2304 |Sept. 29, 1912.....% Near Red Pass; B.C ei. es eee eee Gea Mee oles 1 ae. eee 
2315 |Sept. 27, 1912...... KONO Be sco aj een ee ee Co PUR cic ean ee 1 
2357 |Oct. 23, 1912...... SouthsMidimontontss.400 ok a eee eee CON? Ri. alee eee 1 
2362 |Sept. 28, 1912..,... Mileage:322\" .”. shake eee ceed tae eee COIN, Ra. | aaieite e 1 
2366 |Nov. 10, 1912...... M. P36, West of Chapleaus.. one eee GUID. REO Sal tae eee 2 
2369 |Nov. 25, 1912 .{Mosher’s Quarry Siding................. Ds ASR ele 1 
2382 |Nov. 25, 1912...... Bitzgeraldimo. ites eee ee a eee G2 PAR Se: 2 11 
2391 |Nov. 9, 1912...... Canning, ‘Nj, Sic Ses peak ore ee DAE Cie ace 2 
2401 |Nov. 1, 1912...... NGANATOIG Rdhas\edceke ac eee (GE socio 2 3 
2414 |Nov. 19, 1912 “Rush Dake. .4:4<tt. seater eee CuB? Theos 1° 1 
2419 |Aug. 16, 1912...... Mileage’ os" .& trav meee. ener eee CORSE 2s). hee oe | 6 
2425 |Nov. 19, 1912...... Barrington, one mile south.............. GBA Ree. eee 25 
2450 | Jan Lis oe St, Cuthbert Station... a .2ne eee CN 0 Oo 15 
2474 |Nov. 5, 1912...... Barri; Mans... 3th aeccnea steerer GAARA cat Valen ee eae 1 
2475 |Dec. 31, 1912...... Vancouveric. oS antes eee Via do Geese tae eee 1 
2479 |Nov. 21, 1912 4/Canford. Spur. D.C. ear Ce PAR Sen 1) |. 2. . 2 
2486 | Jan 0018 cic jes Weuremilss., ecru eeee otee wae CANE eee alcmns eee 3 
2512 |Nov. 22, 1912...... MP i TT ee a urate ee ee eee GENER ae Voce rear 1 
2516 Jan. 20, 1913.:.... Tobldne acc. cc uke ceo ee eee OPP OR a: 1 1 
2521 \Jan. 18, 1913...... P. 1. LA itent coe eee aan eas er et 1 
2522 \Jan. 31, 1813...... MAP. 104: D veecicot sant. Meanie einem EE Ni ral eb Gan tee 4 
2525 |Dec. 18, 1912 .|Mile 100, Oak Point Sub.. HOUIN CS Sor oh tate dens 2 
2535 |Dec. 18, 1912...... Binilee 00:42 tis banon Bae es CPi oe: 1 3 
2546 |Oct. 19, 1912 )OWAR TREVOR. ds he's nade dean keaaee te ae CoN eh ose eee 1 
2590 |Mar. 3,1913...... Loaiide sNOSE 64 cs rebate ck eh Ae CBee: A 2 is 
2620 'Feb. 8, 1913...... ING WDEPY saa, chav ct eee One a e aete CASPAR rites id betes nies ae 12 3 
2625 Heb. (24, 1013°5. 34 Adirondack Junctions: -. «16... e ovens C.J a. 1 |... 
2634 |Mar. 10, 1913...... Re i em ine rs 7 nee a ed Neal: Dae oper ae 7 
2635 |Mar. 27, 1913...... Mas wetk 0 ieee nero ee ee Ree eens 28 
2642 |Mar. 3, 1913 Hanover north Of.. ks aeice ee Dee Coes ee eee nee 10 
—— ae 
otal. ce suc 57 285 
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Statement No. 9.—Showing Highway Crossing Accidents attended by Personal 
Injury Investigated during Year ending March 381, 1913. 


Date. Place. | Railway. Killed. | Injured. 
Mar Cp LOU ay ewe Didsbury, one and a half miles north..../C. P. R....... A PEA EEN pare ta hae 
Deere 13; 191o as, Sharbot Lake, crossing east of yard..... CrP ER re cciitce cs oe Gee i 
kD) 0S As an IE Be a Neepawa, crossing east.................. OF BSRt aes ela 1 
Magee 39. 191De sc. Mranscona, Vl... So Crossing eer an. GODS P Rea: Se seen 1 
Mars "1951912005. : Vancouver, Front St. crossing........... ViVi OH ee ea cnc eee 
Apr. OHIO oe Hamilton Trolley St. crossing........... Gill Rg cee Occ: eee 3 
Mar. 30, 1912...... Hamilton, Walnut St. crossing........... Alig) & BS Ccae Sista els | PT” ae | 1 
Rebs 2 lobe o. . Ladysmith, Government Rd. crossing...|;C. P. R....... Tw Stes Soe 
Apres 125190222... \Wvalton, Main St. crossing... . 2.22... CBR rn oo Es cee eee 2 
Apr. 24, 1912 ../Grand Valley, first crossing east......... Caen Bes 2 AB Ewe lee ae 2 
Apr 2, 1912 .|Piles Jct., first crossing west............ \@ePastvinn peace te Si tl ectch rae 
Jan GID Plaisance, first crossing west mile 843..../C. P. R....... eirmod tha we 1 
Nov. 21, 1912>.....|St. Joachim, Fortin’s Farm oe pee. QoRee és Le eee 
Feb. 24, 1912......|Digby, Maiden Lane crossing. ee OM Aton es 1) gE eee 
(Mar. 29, 1912 ..|Macoun, M., 123, crossing west . bit Oe wR eter ares | Lv iens feseent 
May 24, 1912 j Tilbury Station, crossing east........... CAPR ee aoe SecA 1 
May 238, 1912....5 Tavistock, Hope St. crossing............ Gopi aanc Di ante rec i 
Maye 27, 191272) .,.: Montreal, Fulford Us CLOSSING aces ora Ga Roe cee LANES: Aree 
June.) 16) 1912... 3c; Sivohnedesalaperty, ots Crossing at. | GeuLeeht aanyoaralestin aetna eke 1 
May 2, 1912.62: Buckingham, McLarens Lumber Spur yer OSIM Rien. cece ee oes 1 
May 16, 1912 ; Oshawa, First Avenue crossing.......... |\Oshawa.....-. iL Rees 
Juner “14=19122 2. Toronto, Berkeley St. crossing Rear Sieh GRR Soccer. area aks | 1 
Mar. 13, 1912 .|Altona, Fourth Sb., Crossing. kane sg GEaP ee Ripon e a arene eaten 1 
Mars 15, 1Ol2a 5.5 2 Minnedosa, Main St. Crossing..........-. COPPER oes sleeen cee 3 
sully; oe LORIOI2 222 he Chesterville, Main St. crossing bitin aren (One Re aa sake Se | TN ee eee 
May eal UTS. oie St. Johns, John St. GLOSSING .) hes ens 28 « GSTS Re rea | ater 3 
July SoAGII SE  .. Cooksville, Dundas St. crossing......... CSP aR lise eee 1 
May OO ae Windsor, crossing 43 ONS COUUIMSoe hh oc UNG Wieadletenlictgoc oo cane 1 
June, ,16, 1912.0. .:. Tyndall, first crossing east of stations. ..|\Cy POR eu. 2 1 
July OP LOL Darra London, William St. crossing.. a Cpe WV Gey reese Noe conoen Stir | 3 
Suilyaee Loe 1 OTD ee Montreal, Guy St. crossing............-. Gale Re celeron | 1 
June 21, 1912 .|Mileage 1, crossing 2950 ft. west . AM Cid en Teves oiooe DY hexane cet 
AG os LOND s..: Point Grey, Townsend Road crossing.. .|B. C. Ele. 1 1 
July” 17,1912 .|Newmarket, Water St. crossing.......... Ge R es bitaraoe fi 
Aug. 27, 1912...,../Forks’ Creek, crossing one mile west....|M.C. R......].......... 1 
ADSI LIP aI oe Arthur, 23 Triiled Weston ae ee Ge PRee Rises. Tae eee 
Agieie 15, L012 e Niagara Falls, Ferry Road crossing..... Me Ga seese2 PR aatieracat 
AUS elon OL. West Toronto, Royce Avenue CROSSING a. 3 Oop bes Eye seesiclltsrelclteneetarsrene 1 
ANIe se 2 Oe nas Montreal, Mountain SbeCrossing seni o = G.I ee [i len cpeaccterters 
AUS ZS LOLs: West Toronto, Strachan Avenue crossing|G. T. R......|.......... 1 
July 24, 1912 .{Brandon, Lorne Avenue crossing........- CANE Ri cs ilisoee ete: il 
Sept Ul? Se Golden, crossing one mile west .........- CHiPs Ree eee Laictrasnoee 
Sept. 18, 1912....../St. Martin’s Jct., Gauthier crossing...... (OPA demiviods Tle 
Sept. © 2, 1912......|Brighton M. P. 238 CLOSSING aes eee eee Gales Teor iestA eee 
Sept. 30, 1912 _|Tilsonburg, Tilson Avenue Crossing..... ON P eRe gies laser 3 
Oct, 174 191 Leamington, 6th Con. Road Crossing . . AES Oa AG aoa c MIE A eaves Gare 
Nov 4, 1912 .|Toronto, Greenwood Avenue crossing. . A Ge MRS ees TL Seilienscane, Aenean 
Oct. (19; 19125.-e... Montreal, Papineau Avenue crossing..... Bie P. Ress: Tas ate os 
Octs —219. 1912) 2... « Brantford, Chatham St. crossing. . ‘ ..|G. Bate ae: 1 ; 
Ocha e129 12 ee Mileage 105: 7, crossing at concession Le |C. PS Rigeaencalpeacenctetacets 
Sods w4se the ae High Rivers, "Macleod Trail crossing. -|C. PiaRingenene a ocreetes cs roy 
Nov; 14; 1912:..5.. Chatham, Lacroix St. crossing.......... C. Pies or oaereieree tees ; 
Aug. 16, 1912....../Toronto, Sherbourne St. crossing........ IC. N.O......feeee see eee ; 
Oct. 22, 1912-2. &. Guelph, Allan’s Bridge crossing.. Fre CURL esters sl tciateheag arexereaal 
WChsmvols O12. 2 Golden Lake, crossing one mile north.. ..|G. TAR See 1 ips noes 
Aug res Sa a .|Mileage 58, crossing 7 poles MOLGM Se eee C. N. Risener 1 Nae aa 
herrea oh, at De Steelton, Korah Road CLOSSING + sos os cen UNG Oe oan! 8 inal 8 All cia cra ccc 
ete, 10; 1912.7... | Varney, Public road immediately north.|G. T. Ree since Ec 
Oct. 24, 1912 | Peterborough, Hunter St. crossing.......|G. Deed RoR Rteeene See eae 
Nov: <3, 1912. .... Toronto, Royce Avenue crossing.......-. GP Deeks Bee tS 
Nov. 23, 1912 '|Maidstone, crossing north............... W. Et & Th. G5) 5 me el Sia 2 
WEC Mee OL a: St. Thomas, Park St. crossing.........../M. C. Revo aoaltae meen nny } 
Nov. 25, 1912 Ayr, Northumberland crossing.......+.. CURR aincescl perenne: : 
JN SP QS2 BAG (OD area Fort William, Gore St. CLOSSING ae ae ee C. N. Rt heron aeons 3 
Wem se o,cl912.. 4... St. Bazile, crossing 2 miles west......... Get Revie.s as 
Dec TADI2 _|Lachute, second public crossing west.. .. C Pome tk Wi ee notes se 
Dec Seiol2s bern, Edward St. crossing......-.+.++. Gs TER ow hte ae as 
Mece 10) 1912......1Ch atham, Park St. crossing............- Go PER Aik aes 
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Srarement No. 9.—Showing Highway Crossing Accidents attended by Personal 
Injury Investigated during Year ending March 31, 19183—Concluded. 


File. Date. Place. ; > Railway. Killed. | Injured. 
Inv. } | 
Dasa NOvs | 8a 1912... oe (St. Hilaire, first crossing west........... GATPAARY cio eee 1 
2464. Dees? 2701912 ee Havelock, Concession St. CLOSSING. ae see Cite esas 1. Agee 5 
2485 |Nov. 4, 1912...... ‘Herbert, first Crosblug Caste). sewaiee GSPEI eh. ee a soles... 
2494 |Dec. 8, 1912.....-. Grenfell, Anderson St. erossing.......... CeeP eR. alae To hapen<ten 
2495 |Dec. 20, 1912...... Joliette, ‘first crossing east. . suid Ree Ona 1) .53. Sn 
2496 |Dec. 24,1912...... Montreal, Charlevoix St. crossing. Rie Ac Genvikve ee 1 Hk ee 
2497 |Jan. Sal OLS Saaeets Weston, King St. crossing.. a Oe cad tn Dd the ee 
2498 |Jan. OMOla ean. London, Ridout St. crossing. . Pee i oe 1G WS OR es neces 1 
2513 |Jan. 2,1913......|Winnipeg, Norwood St. crossing......... Wis Tero siterepeeree Ls 
2541 |\Feb. 14, 1913....../Cardinal, first crossing west............-| Coie Rae ee DQ havst. 
2544 |\Jan. 31, 1913......!Cascades, Gatineau Rd. crossing........ CPB es. 7 uct ee 2, 
2550 Jan. 19. 1913 2¥ i Cluny? first crossine west.-1e.0s04- see ean ee 1 1 
2567 |\Jan. 27,1913......|Coaticooke, Court St. crossing.......... CESAR: sa. co eee 2 
2591 \Jan. 12,1913....../Toronto, Dovercourt Road crossing..... OnPaR eon. 1 iss a ee 7 
2603 |Feb. 17, 1913...... Tillsonburg road crossing between lots 5 

| | UTIL AG eR tee et fen el cy ewer) Lc AY CANE CORR OR Serr 8 ae 24 
2616 jJan. 7, 1918.... -.\Price Albert, Hirst Avenue Hast crossing|@. Nhs. 2 as} {43 
2623) \Jan. . 25, 1913......|Maple, crossing 14 miles north) 4... 225, 2) Genie 2 ne 1 | oc 
2626 |Feb. 22,1913...... Montreal, St. Remi St. crossing......... GP Ree oe 1 he oc 
2631 |Feb. 1, 1913......|/Simcoe, fourth crossing northJi4. see Goel oa eee eee 1 
2637 ‘Feb. 25, 1918......|Crossfield, crossing 350 yards sous Tate | CiSIP Sake tity. Mee 1 1 
2639 |Feb. 7, 1913..... |Kingsville, crossing $ miles west. ave les Avan ane ays Pier a 1 
2581 |Jan. 23,1913......|Peterboro, Stewart St. crossing.......... , Died 2a 5 Ren ate Ge oe 1 

Totals see 50 66 
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Srarement No. 11.—Recapitulation of Accidents Investigated. 


_ ee 
a ell 


Number of 
investiga- | Killed. | Injured. 
tions. 


Statement showing collisions attended by personal injury investigated 
during year ending March 31, 1913509. 0 neces nee wae sere ei crepe 87 55 243. 


Statement showing derailments attended by personal injury investi- 
gated during year ending March 31, 1913...............0 eee seers 65 37 285. 


Statement showing highway crossing accidents a by personal 
injury investigated during year ending March 31, 1913............. 90 50 66. 


Statement showing various other accidents attended by ies 
injury investigated during year ending March 31, 1913............. 379 135 21a 


Total eel eee 621 277 | ~—- 865 
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| 

File. Place. | Railway 
Inv. 

1994 Didsbury mone ancava nak niles nOrthiy... 44.102 0rse seek ao. tees CrP Ke 
2000 Sitanboulis kewcrossing east ol Vard. 9... 6nas, hacen 4 eo ee ae Cabskye 
2006 Neepawa CLOSSINDICHSU. pin ere care Bs oa eck ook wees eee os ee C.P.R. 
2007 Transcona, M.P.8 CL OSSIN Ditotan ws cloKo ne he eee? ites ia: = Ree De NE Ten Ee a GeePs 
2012 Vancouver, Front St. OE OSES i ets op se Si) ay Bla RUE tebe I AE 1 tel ee VeVierds: He 
2018 Hamilton, "Trolley DS PCROSSIN Mya. sate ace te ns hi caeee Ck eed eee GelaRe 
2019 Hamilton, WViallniitess Geer OBSIN Ot. ec ea ee oa 2 ce ae in Oe A eae eer pera Te Eidabe 
2021 Ladysmith, So yviemeaent HUG e ChOSSING, 0. cite. xh keal eta et hoe aoe (Galleys) ite 
2025 Walton, Main St. CLORINE ena eee t ee tne sh Ne a a are apie Mane Wel ali ee je CAPER 
2027 Grand Valley, HITS TCLOSSIN ET CASG Cee men a ler lens Taatoin dh aie eR Eee + Ce2PeRe 
2028 fetlesm cies ti CLOSSINGAWESE Tei tar ie hoe vine sien eae & AR eS A ES C. PERE 
2033 Plaisance, first crossing west mile 844................... Ra gaits eR a OAS CyPARS 
2054 SOmPOACH IME MOtMus tart CrOSSINE iim. seis oar chase e ee eae Qu Wawele 
2065 Die vee Nard enslane. CrOSSINg ak cites he ok le ee ID EVARSRY 
2067 MTC Ounm\ dL os Crossing wests ries acc. «thot e naxbcastin ne alee meet ee ee ClPAR, 
2076 SD US cA OnE CROSSING CAStS .eeu sae. some Gcmeeteo e eh nie nae tee ean CRAs 
2078 Mawvistocksmdopersir CLOSSING seek ok Fe the Ae Lame Rehan lnm ees Go heke 
2084 NiOutKeAl ae ILOLGt be CLOSSING NPany cL Serene eee ee ae eet ada ote Creag 
2086 She Onno) croalaberrvasts CLOSSINOs... syake oihle Stile) ae ote ae Soe oe Cribs 
2087 Buckanehanne\ Guaren-s lumber Spurs ss ..:c0 saeaicie sks besten eee nee eee | COPA 
2089 Osiiciwmalins te Acvenue™CLOSSING cc8 sae atc vec a 8 a eee Oshawa. 
2096 Morontomoericeleveste CLOSING ss -tr.2m 3 ito ce oe ee es GubeRe 
2099 PSG Hae Honmey Me tp CLOSSENG tee 0 c40 cei iy Se. coe teks Mace vs ME aw that | CSPERE 
2112 Nine OSare TOL CLOSING ¢ os ae’ © Gets Sri onto ae ate Sone eee a ee @.PER? 
2124 Whestervillem Vian S tyGrossine cr fo. cece ae inte Pe eee ee eee Cakes 
2127 Stara ae Olas bc CLOSSING tis acres ao ee eS cc Sohne homie Lamu mere tes GbR 
2137 CooksvallerDuncasist) CLOSSING. ye acaes sees Sake oe alae ona selene cee eens : (OM ae Rie af 
2150 WAN GSOrECLOssine 4= TILES SOUL .te ake he eo ee ton hea ence Meare ed oere ee W .E. & L.S- 
2153 Pn allMeinstCLOssingeasvlOl station een a. stres siete eee eee CsPe 
2160 MOUMOMMAWALLIG TINS t CLOSSIN Ga voce srs cc ceecisukte Sane cin adeanis a erect muons Galan 
2177 FO INU CoO CrUN a SG mOTOSSING his tana eres teetnen Metin a ueita ce mete eee ene ee cerns Gel 
2189 Nileaconmcrossine 2 Oo0eebowesta. .aiicn «cs aval casio oe baleen eae teas CARER. 
2194 PE Oumeerrey oe OWNSCUG RG. CLORSING: (25.005 eco esl ps gua e yen v Spe eee B.C. Ele. 
2195 INeimapicetaW atel SU ACLOSSING #3040. sic. oaie eb Apion rie ce mesic: hee ansietegueoe Geek: 
2206 Horkest@reele. Crossing One MNILG) West. x. vs gue 4 sees arcs hoe neg bee aee M.C.R. 
2207 Arthur, Bice cat es Bee th en Oe MOO Tad Mae Ae ere C.P.R. 
2208 Niagara athe SULT yIROBG CEOSSINE ace Patter wit cin Nai? a -lgticwd c= 25 t= SeeReeess M.C.R. 
2212 WestRoronto. Roy Ce A VienUe CLOSSIDG. onan evoke se des amie sce nen «sone capt m lence J.P.R. 
2213 Montreal, Mountain St. crossing...... See ae aes = nt ee BBC ede | eae 
2215 West horonto: Strachan AviOnue Crossing... rnsicaae sec be ee on iets es ee scien eer 
2216 Brandon, Lorne Avenue crossing............+. 024s sete eee eee eee ete ness ee 
2253 GOlclenmecrossiNPVONEMINIG WCSU Lees cicrene sles cia ote wae tas te ioe wuereia las Sears SES te | oe 
2271 St. Martins Jct., Gauthier crossing. ..-......-. 5266 b eect eee eee eel oe Bs 
2292 Brighton, M.P. 238 CLOSSIU Lee eee ets erent STC ar ema tae ial Wreeres 
2293 Tilsonburg, Tilson Avenue crossing..... ee inc Rg EY ter mera Gi ee ‘ ee Ee 
2294 Leamington, 6th Concession Road crossing..........-.-.+...05+55 sree es ae oe 
2312 Toronto, Greenwood Avenue crossing......... 062+. 00. 0e esse eee eee teens ele 
2317 Montrea las bapinealleA venue crossinees aac «berate niles ste sig eatery eit ue seers. oes on 4 
2321 Brantford, Chatham St. crossing...........-..- 0620s esses seer etree eee ees ao 
2322 Mileage 105-7, crossing at concession 4......-.0... +. ++. ee eect e eee e eres eras 
2323 lehman, Eerkvards, MiG tooling hilo goeitssa gna gene dogoo door aoa biiae stags On 30 ve oot 
2324 Chatham, Lacroix St. crossing.........-.+-+-+++.seeeee eee het Seri MR eT ees ee Be 
2326 Teh worit@y, Maa OLN. SURK MO) Sit ance aoe uodbor tomas soto oneDobcondasas Sklar eae 
2327 Guelph, Allan’s Bridge crossing...........-+-+++.seeece esse eee e eerste e eee pocitars 
2351 Golden Lake, crossing one mile north. .......+++++++ + +++ sees esse eee e eee ree 
2352 Mileage 58, crossing 7 poles north...........++-.6+++sseere eee ee reece Aton ik EE 
2364 Steelton, SAT ELDALIGLORSING HINES re OS Rik oat Core oem nn tee ee ae Be bay cee 
2378 Varney, Public Road immediately NOTED eee ee oh renee aoe eal et Aral eee 
2380 Peterborough, Hunter St. crossing........../.-.2.seeee reser ernest stents os 
2381 Toronto, Royce Avenue Gian Hu ON Nae One DOD Ce OL oot Oa nneT Eon Ar Ee 
2389 Maidstone, PY OSGINE TONED. © 8 elt Vong Poy em eisinin alec Man ar se ees rks at ane 
2404 St. Thomas, Bark St. crossing 2. doscc sees ene de eB selene ae Coren as ce 
2405 Ayr, Northumberland crossing..........-+-++:ssseee teeter stent reese tenes ae Be 
2417 Fort William, Gore St. crossing.........-+.0+s0e ree ree ree eens ener erent ress ee 
2423 St. Bazile, crossing 2 miles west..............+- esses essere erect ct te testers | GPR. 
2426  |Lachute, second public CTOSSING WeSt..- 2.0. e cence eee eee ee tenses eet eet, ei ae 
2427 Berlin, Edward St. TOSSING see heen ree ih «ds olde EP elt oe olen Poe pee re ‘ 
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File. Place. Railway. 
Inv. 
2428 Chatham, Park Stiicrossing) nc...) ssc fe eee ie ee ne ere eee eee G.T.R. 
2434 St! Hilaire: first:crossing west: wor. «za cao evenlGe ore eee ete et eee eae GTR: 
2464 Havelock, Concession Sts Crossineicn acces tee) ene es ea ROS Le CG, Pabte 
2485 Herbert “first crossingieast..!5. Ge<aas cu «cartes tae rere ecm ree ClPOR: 
2494 Grenfell “Anderson St: Grossing. os. -.ce eo -cse  <- e e eeeeee CxPaRs 
2495 Joliette: first :crossing Casts. vocac sc scielac cubits cy Dele ate eee eet rae eee ee C.N.Q. 
2496 Montreal) CharlévoixiSt. crossings. 6, pce ace es al ne eee Gin Ry 
2497 Weston ing (Sty Grossing ye ccs tees secre aca iecesc e+ cveweite ee tre ter freee PS ROA Rel ie 
2498 TOndon SRIGOUb Obs. CLOSSID Ss ayy ser acces in oe ear eee GaEERe 
2513 Winnipes, Norwood St: Crossing, 9 oreo erc ace ote ok ote eee ee ent eee Wpg. Ter. 
2541 Cardinal, firsticrossing westt®..8<. o.ccdied ost eee sth ok ee eee eee Gate 
2544 Cascades, Gatineain Rid. Crossing® } cic. 2 a4 2s oo a0 ssi ene eee eae @seiRs 
2550 Cluny =first Crossing WeSt: Ass cioasiis~ oa wenhe clei oie lyincs Sages Oat aa Ne ene Aree PER Cel 201 Ree 
2567 Goaticooke sCourt. St. GrLOssineass desc ors) «ceo mee = a eee eee rt eee eG mii olor 
2591 Poronto, Dovercourt, LOadvcrosRlhe kn csi ce oa ss eee: Sie eee aero C.PVR: 
2603 Tillsonburg, Road crossing-between lots’) and’6...\..-..4... <1. -ben oe ee rene bew C uP ee 
2616 Prince Albert, Hirst Avene east Crossings... gece sci e' tan ste seteiucaesteeeteaie erate nt | RCo Nt 
2623 Maple.scrossing- 14 smi 6smorthi. cee bs ceecsstls fie sieve chee, aces eestor ree em em Coe pena 
. 2626 Montreal. St..Remi Sty crossing 1 feos ue bees occa tian oe Sake une eae Hg Grado 
2631 Simcoe fourth crossing north. ein to ee ie tee ae eee |. Gah 
2637 Grossiield crossing co0 Wards sOUutohrn. co si ee tee ee ie eee ee eee ee “AG eal as 
2639 Kingsville, crossing: ¢ miles west. ..,.n0. sceteat a Oo eee cee cee eee P.M.R. 
2581 PeterboroeStewart Sts Crossing.) 5 :otv sles e se aera <a a eee eee GPa 
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STaTEMENT No. 14.—Showing Inspection of Highway Crossings Complained of as 


being Dangerous and requiring Protection. 


Twin City, Alta., Rossland Road crossing...........+.. + 0s esses eee e eee 


{ 

File. Place. | Railway 
Jas -OStoni Waterville. Nis:, crossing’ cast of station........+.:...sc<cc..9e ds enn dese: tea SA Re 
DI31-JoDmiIWaverville, Nio., Crossing near Station.:........<s.s0+++ncrde sevens cl. poe | D.A.R. 
TSAO Om (Cleneroperuson, Clara Ss tiCrOsSsine=. 4). a1 foe ses noite noch eee k soon Pen Grades 
C457 SoU mT ondesborouch, Ont., crossing 1 mile South. .«.0....<1.0c00.sssecee ell eteo se PiaGe oR 
DASICSO ame Orton, Oni Crossing west: OL station. 0.2 oa... 4. oes leoon bee lanee (reve Gye Tee 
BAS ees oem ine mIonts (Ont nCLOSSING WESUies ek anc nrt cee nee shel esc n e aree ) AUS BLS ied Be 
isles suo toney, Oreck, (Ont. sCrOssING CASby.. ssc alnvec ca oes hice sce iy duteshenelen wey eGo 
eof SO isa MO HOrntOon- «Ont aCrossing.mouth Of Station. «a... a. «ceases elses ee eee aU G ae: 
Diode Stan omichs Halley Ont, Chambers) St crossing... icuc0..0ccccnakt anges sns tle. le Wo Gl eal ge 
PA CotaiNewcastle, Ont., crossing Lamileieast: cc 6... ce coe ceee cece dsv ens Jo csiiee cate Fen @ ad Bp Be 
DES SOU MINOLWOOu, Onb,. beter boroob Crossing... ai .2.. cee Seile voles stu sues. fae ary: 
VAST SO lan VOLdanoavion crossing east Of Station sds... oss sce uveoe on ence bese ooaklew ol GEG 
9437-874 |Tp. of Holland, highway crossing known as ‘‘50 side road’’................... fee Gens Bali 
Gis mou DE rockvaille, crossing west Of StabiOn ccm. iene. isso deen ell ode. nasteweo ine: | G.T.R. 
DAS 22 MStamiord, Onb., crossing over Churches lane.........-.0:2 4s seek dees FS MOIR 
Ge oo LOE Va OO ene DliCrh Od) CLOSSING st siento was 1 acinus Sutbintmee ie ee ue etree ee @eNhys 
aS Obs Coldwater Ontes Grayiet. CLOSSING= 4... 1. sc5eu ot de snace unten cance AL ES eB (ieee Crate 
DAS ALOven Ooldwiaver Onn mMaln ob. CROSSING. 2g asc. sce < canine esd ved sn dnens helen de FeO ved Weal Be 
OA Soo iam ars Wanelyed ORG: CLOSSING sos. c sla aalemere sa «an cine Gores eRe ae cle eye fe erinecate iM ne H. . 

| 
9437-(81 \St. Marys, Ont., Elizabeth & Elgin Sts. crossings.............00.........2..5- bec UBL EG: 
Ae Soe Ary SuOnts O1dOuROAG CrOSSING!.656.. cess des vane bets d sues nee aie me Cone as 
DASE SMOG OTE Lud Olbe. CLOSSING CASO) came ce sts cis. audlevs durrstireests oh avcceic et retold crete uae LeaGel as 
aie Oo lam Wine] An Ge Olt se CEOSSINGs CASE cg oe tots fesal le ty cae @ one 6 Uo, byeun Wea seneh neees nae» slaw 0 Ve Grech 
9437-913 |Bowmanville, Ont., Wharf Road crossing....................000-00- Secon eae i Gea Melee 
Mas en UexDridee “Ont LOCK Ob. CLOSSING s 5s iisi.as trial ssc Anvs pate aaeyce ee cases ae eG Re 
DAS SOom | WInOnay Ont crossing east of Stations o....050shaed-s5. dees oe eit ae eee eee lecurlaks 
AS OA amt real OS eR CTOSSIN GCA Gehan dt akec chee cca ease) whem noaats wh Glemuearaeicclne cette aes i Gala et 
Sea O om rum O, Onves Crossing? 2 Miles WESts..4-.00 1 os. s see ules dine ne meas Aaeee [eee Cts 
DADE O DOA IECer wOOG Me Onites CLOSHING Ale Suse faals gcveie ve. o.5 le ae Saget aw ohedes ontele Slats sPome rare Saas G.T.R. 
iOS Mm VEtly ertonmeOnvep\ lain sb. CLOSSING. ., serycan tistics a lnat seat season cxgomues meas Gales 
S23 0 Sonal verbOM On bs VEIL Sb. CLOSSING® cpr. «..'sc0 ues us oct Sel ler sees Sree tee teers Gols 
DAS Joom brid ceburos lhompson Nd. CrOSsiNnG’s.. cee 0 2600s tele a ee ence Ses eae Gals 
Sas EOLGmipnorn date t@nv.5 Main Sb. CLOSSING.....0 5 cae qc aco uk cee orient ole eyes scsie e's sun ee ote Gaba 
0437-637 \|Sarnia, Ont., Old McGregor Side Rd. crossing.........7........ 00:2 ee ee ees GetaR: 
9437-990 |Tp. of Adamston, Renfrew and Douglas Rd. crossing.................---.... CPR: 
9437-964 |Habermohl, Ont., crossing between Grey and Bruce........................: G.T.R. 
aim Cxlene Via jor 1 @nites CROSSING NEAT: se ace cists cle: Wiens eAfltle wis) ata diate alin Saueheenielgicue ciel GAPARE 
Pe SOM NOOCIS tela Onbis ChOssing NAL ss. cemack = eerie ah were the esOe ls Oa fe amt ere iene LG IPRA a 
Dai Oe mente O mie AVVALSON- © te CLOSGINS beta nin’: tacts ews att fxr) -tn aisle ee arene weve nates ClPare 
PAO Mie lanemont. One CLOSSine La MILES WESbs «jose meee aol th wee bona sateen tee C.P.R. 
DOMES OM LIUGSONM Lele ise Ont. WCLOSSING MEAT: sees & ake hieeiad wid sdk ee Aloe eerie aie euairinres Ci PR 
TONES OVO Unts VAC bOLI ame Ul CROSSING NOAM y.6 nicole oie ete Gn y piebous es nue sat elaborate ctr the (Opal Peal Rte 
9437-890 |Montreal, Notre Dame St. crossing............ 0.0: s seen eee teens C.P.R. 
9437-879 |L’Annonciation, crossing near.................5.. lea taco tanta hse C.P.R: 
9437-899 |Rigaud, Que., crossing between Rigaud and Lavigne...............--..0.5 ees : CPLR. 
me 9437-901 } Beaconsfield, Que., crossing near............ 000. e eee tee ete eee eee eens C.E Ae x. 
DAS ie OOO St muanibenrt, Ques. Waplerre TOA.) oce A ccm oy) ols sisi sue eye es Felede vont hena sa GaraR: 
Msi oaoeichimond. Jatirey ROA CLOSSINGs< sci ssc ce oe oi Neha Hee eine cme nlg ters Hare Gales 
9437-813 |Crossing between Dunmore and Medicine Hat, Alta................-..-2-505 C.P.R. 
mas 7-842) Macleod, Alta., CLOSSING NCAT... 06.0000 se ree crc renee tees tnet sew neeertesatne ee 
9437-820 C.P.R. 


| 
) 
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Srarement No. 15.—Showing Highway Crossings at which Protection Provided, 
and Nature of Protection, during Year ending March 31, 1913. 
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Location of Crossing. 


16237 


16323 
16324 
16428 
16429 
16444 
16477 
16477 
16519 
16536 
16541 
16553 
16568 | 
16626 
16665 
16667 
16732 
16733 
16734 
16735 
16809 


16811 
16814 
16814 
16854 
16855 
16856 
16936 
16936 
16988 
16988 
17004 
17022 
17072 
17087 
17208 
17250 
17477 
17478 
17654 


17655 |} 


17659 


17688 
17688 
17697 
17705 


17710 
17753 
17928 
17935 


17944 | 


17961 
17998 
18000 


18014 
18015 


18017 
18017 
18032 
18087 


|Gladstone, Man., Main St................. 
Bowmanville, Ont., Manvers road 
Berwick Station, east Qin. 

|Hutton Hill Highway, Bentick tow nship.. 
Locust Hill 
‘Toronto, Lansdowne Avenue 
‘Stratford, Ontario street 
‘Stratford, Erie street 
‘Perth, W ilson street, one mile north 
‘Claremont, 1; miles 5 es US Apne et pn 
Lynden, O 
‘Stamford township, Concession 3 
|Hesperus, Alta., Main trail 
Belleville, Ont., Bay Bridge road 
Toronto, Dovercourt road 
‘Hartland, N.B 
Wa SOR MIN 35 Gh aay pce snter eee tedonage Sate vdcramececesas 
HWandsor INoSce ite Asis ec ane Sotor mete. 
KWindsor: INS. cone ite so auc: Speers 
Wandsore IN so: eee Behe Pd sen, Se * 
Vancouver, B.C 


\Ottawa, Ont., Bronson avenue............. 
Peterboro, Ont., King St 
|Peterboro, Ont., Sherbrooke street 
'Uxbridge, Ont., Brock street 
Springfield, Ont., Hornby street 
‘Springfield, Ont., East street 
‘Corinth, Ont 
Corinth. Ont cesses cnite Mere eee 
‘St. Marys, Ont., Elgin street 
ISt. Marys, Ont., Elizabeth street 
| Victoriaville, Que., Main street 
Woodstock, N. B., Queen street 
Fisherman, B.C., mileage 101-6 
Windsor, N.S., Gerrish street............. 
‘Hamilton, Ont., Wellington street 
North Battleford, Sask 
'Berkley: ‘Ont.2 seer, aoe ete ee soc elas 
|Woodstock, N.B., King street 
Galt, Ont., Stone road 


Orillia, Ont., Tecumseh street............. 


Orillia; -Ont;; West street...) sale a caer 
OriliasOnt., Hronbhstrest sca. .n28 ee 
|Hamilton, Ont., Ottawa street............ 
Burks Falls, Ont., crossing 1 mile north.... 


‘Thornton, Ont., Highway near 
Jordan, Ont., crossing just east 
\St. Lambert, Lapiniere road 
‘Sharbot Lake, Ont 


Vineland, Ont., crossing just west 
Toronto, Woodbine avenue................ 


‘Shedden, Ont., crossing 1 mile east 
'Farnham, Que 


Fort William, Ont., McTavish street 
Toronto, George street 


Hamilton, Ont., O'Reilly street 
Hamilton, Ont., Ferguson street........... 
|Cardinal, Ont. . Highway leading to 
Fort W illiam, Ont., Gore street 


Railway. 
Gy PeRe& 
GeNaeRe 
CZ NSO. tae 
AW Beyer she ae 
GiP: Rw wees 
CG. PR Sean 
CRB Gis 
Gee lee Re cee 
Gye Te Re ene 
Cy Ba eeauea 
Ca Rae Rites Benne 
Ge cR seek oes 
Ga Ris iene 
CE PO Rea ke see 
CoN. Ooops 
(Opal Soil Se art 
GaP Reese sane 
IDSA Riser eae 
RecA Raa eee 
PBA VEC rates 
DAR ae eee 
GaP eRa& 
Gata 
Gabi Ros Ses 
Ge DRE 
Ga ReRe. wee 
GUTS Racers 
1 gs Ga Se Be 
IM OP eee 
Gab Reaweon 
Gok: Roweeeen 
GEER AS or 
EPA i te Pe ae 
Gai aria 
Ces Une er ses 
CP Roa 
1D. ASR eae 
Gol Rieke 
COND Ree 
Coxe GR Soe. ake 
ORp Sele eee 
CoP Renee 
Cone. Raker ok 
Cia) LEM Stee 
iC Sd, RUA 
KE pl bee SPR ee 
Ge Re Rea 
(CFad CEN chemi HORN 
ied CE Ce ee ee 
Gis Rae tc 
GuieoR ie ee 
Clr he eens 
Gare Re 
Gorbs Race 
1h et Ogg Reet oe 
AP Meee 
CORR an eee ha 
iC. P. R. and 
LP GER. 
Us aah COPE Ae. 
J UA & Ee Pra 2 Te lat 
Dee WEB ae ery 
er IN ay kine es 


y Overhead structure. 


.|Permanent watchman, day and night 


Nature of Protection. 


Watchman, 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. 


Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Gates and watchman. 
Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 
‘Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Day and night watchman. 
Gates and watchman. 
Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Gates and watchman. 


Gates and day and night watchman. 
Gates and day and night watchman. 
Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell.. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Electric bell. 

Gates and watchman. 

Electric bell. 


Gates and watchman. 
Watchman, 9 p.m. to7 a.m. 
Subway. 

Diversion at right angle.. 

‘Gates and watchman. 

‘Watchman, 7 a.m. to 6 p.m. 

‘Electric bell. 

Watchman, June, July, August and 
September. 

Gates and watchman. 

/Gates and watchman. 
‘Watchman, 7a.m.to7 p.m. 
‘Cut down trees and reduce clay 


| banks. 

Reduce Cedar hedge to 4 feet. 
|Maintain electric bell. 

|Gates and watchman. 

|Electric bell. 

\Electric bell. 

‘Electric bell. 

‘Electric bell. 

Pectin baggage room to improve 


ew. 
Gates and watchman. 
Watchman, 6.30 a.m. to 6.30 p.m. 


Day and night watchman. 
Day and night watchman. 
Subway. 

'Gates and watchman. 
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_ Statement No. 15.—Showing Highway Crossings at which Protection Provided, 


and Nature of Protection, during Year ending March 31, 1913—Concluded. 


Order Location of Crossing. | Railway. Nature of Protection, 
Oo. | 
i 

18194 |Jordan, Ont., crossing just east............ GESTVAR eet nner |To keep cars away from crossing in 

ae, : both directions. 

18212 |Gerrie’s Crossing..... Ciclo ry I Gea ce ee HOE Ga Bee rsees To cut down hill and improve view. 

18344 |Weymouth, N.S., public road east......... DAA Re cn |Electric bell. 

18387 |Glenelg township, Ont., road between lots/C. P. R.........| Electric bell. 

100 and 101. } 

18394 |Richmond, Que., crossing 3 miles east..... GugkeoRanwe ee \Electric bell. 

18447 SSS road, townships Brighton and|C. P.R......... |Diversion of road. 

urray. | 

POnOsMINer WOO ONS se cccres se ate us eh coe ce Ga RA eee |Electric bell. 

18580 |Winnipeg, Man., Water avenue............. [Ca Neaen ess Watchman, 6 a.m. to 12 12 p.m. 

TSOLSMMELer Wert Aske sa rsie con ecate thus io lence Melos els CP Ree oeenaes Yard moved to give better view of 
| | crossing. 

18677 |Chatham, Ont., La Croix street........... CePaR eo Seke: iElectric bell. 

18690 |Toronto, Greenwood avenue............... GRR ae Gates and watchman. 

18691 |Peterboro, Ont., Hunter street............ Gay SRG ee eet: Gates and watchman. 

18698 |Toronto, Ont., Bartlett avenue............ CxeP a Risto Gates and watchman, 

18705 |Grenfell, Sask., Anderson street........... Ca Pian nee Watchman, 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. 

is(1OnJolette..Que:, Crossing Cast..)...5.+5.2.-..|C> N. Qs....... Electric bell. 

18736 |St. Boniface, Man., Montcalm street....... CERO: carat |\Gates operated by towerman in inter- 
| locking tower at Whittier junc- 
| tion. 

18858 |Fort William, Frederica street............. (CEN ay see |Gates and watchman. 

- 18858 |Fort William, Edward street.............. KCC ON fed theta Seek Gates and watchman. 

TSS om GACneViATOTA ONG s ree edhe a slce ey alhs neres Ca PER een Electric bell. 

18887 |Thorndale; Ont., Main street.............. Gee Ricards sc Electric bell. 

18888 |Glen Robertson, Ont., Clara street........ NG clk serge tee Electric be't. 

18889 |St. Hilaire, Que , first crossing west....... Geary Raters: Electric bell. 

18893 |Sarnia, Ont., old McGregor side road...... Go Rae Gates and watchman. 

18893 |Sarnia, Ont., gravel toll road.............. GAR sae Gates and watchman. 

19033 |Murray, Ont., between lots 8 and 9........ Gey AACR sitters Highway carried over tracks by 

means of a bridge. 

19051 |Chatham, Ont., Centre street.......2..... Ce Pa Reesniaars \Gates and watchman. 

TO7GaiscarboroughOnts.. 0... 655.0 .aecse es ene ee C. L. O. & W...|Electric bell. 

RECAPITULATION. 
NEVO AWE aN Tae area ene 6 oan er raciee cic AOS G COR ana 12 
TSU Aa ate let hance Sahn on ABBE OU pete conc hear Our eure 41 
Gates....... Aiea ein Uh: & ROME eA ects PGi re RRR eee 22 
Over iven Gusciile Vues mementos Teint ietot oisternent net eck 3 
SSR MERE cpwiob 6 06 1.4 ud ug MTNA ROH ALON Cobo sane pen OMe 2 
ID FESTA Coie leech bleisle aoe nv one Caeeten hin. ciom gin ane ») 
Removing obstructions........... 5... e eee eee eee es 4 
Siding to be kept clear of cars for certain distance 
(POVAAN MTU enh Aad onee ao oooe ry OwaaneCUeLOOCe 
A arco. Me ne ae ete en ar cari mine QO acer 87 
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SraremEnt No. 16.—Showing Station Locations approved of during the Year ending 


March 31, 1913. 
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Name of Station Province. Railway 

(Avonlea cc; Ac. dispute Gare create eats Saskatchewan csc nsc.clarereiell CaN pe wetee aa ee 
‘Andinimeaul!. (i.cok-c ove etae eee British Columbia........... GiEEe aeeoe se 
Bangoree tc. sek eee este ae @ntarion: ashes eevee GW AES Sacre | 
TSCRUCEV Sioa ee tenis b cseaentety tate nieeete Ontario uni. oe. ee eee CHT Wea eae ee 
Bc ford cise et accion oe eee eee ees Ontario: Ae aoe ClNMO LD Race: 
Brockville Ich. .dsn Waaecoce seks Ontarioy): neshan nee ee Le CANRORe el 

PETHEM a te scouyt ea tee ieee as Mots Saskatchewan Grail RES pared | 
Bel burneseaewiee eek ee dee ene Al betta ee. 2 asctos ohne see GA Ea oes 
Bloc Re VAlle eenitiae Acee een cae Alb ertdacs aus cchee eras Gs ihe Paes 
ino naint oat Peto ee cee Re Alberts... ae olen eee as Ed Weg Bere Brera 
PUSSLO mes oe Mette cecal oes ee tke SEIN StHolmleaygehiygscmedac one ey ojihoawihe Buca co cans 
BrOUPO, sera eer em tintn cee oe Saskatchewan........... eK ges Ue aeare cect os 
Bardo ace eee oe aes eae ate AT perben, 25,05 a. ee eee Guar Sheer | 
Bredenbury- ssn acss eo eceoec eee eae Saskatchewan 3 Crear Eo aine aerate 
PStSCane seis Re eis tale Se eee Quebec)... ae fade aes ee Gl PRRee moe 
BristolCornensahses:s cet eta Que DE Grae te aor ae eae IGANZOMets eh 
Beachbure | amen eer meta ONtAEIO ca tian acd ee eee CAN OF ann | 
BEA as We varortcins «tak iu ene Ontario. eee ee eae \ Ce ea eee 
Biaererest ieee oa Lee Saskatchewan. ....4¢ oma. aac] Cae NeN EU aereneeer | 
Boulter ieee hh kent. titan | ONUALIO: neces obtain sane CON FOU cal 
BEORUACTES <5. 0. eae nic on Rhine ae OAS ACC HO Walls snare CAR WRegaecatc | 
GIRDLE AS A. Pe Arche Mace Bnet ee Alberta. oy. force: cee sree ere Nelli ee ne 
GuUtkniiolt oe ko bea ee ae VAT her tiacascri sc cu oe ee Gis come Suen tats: ol 
Gilovacholimbacns so cee ee Al perta cnc | ere een (CRE eee eee 
Capisante pe eh eee re es @Qnebecs ote eee (GAIN Qin once 
GOnviCh ee Lee ka oe IAT OF ia': thea atk GD Pata 
Ged ous nee a ee ee Saskatchewan. .t.:..-..--+«. Cred Be ere 
(BLA VON te kee te mente Ee Gaskatchewalis ae cis-tatee © be ener 
Calevilles Raven oe ee eee ee Saskatchewan......... GEOR eee 
Cooks villecncNee ee Le he eae Onterio as eee ee GA REAIR eee 
Calgary iitectn aceon eee eee ATD Brta). kunt coon ene or ee aoe CoN RR ie <7 
Callandort: ete ere een era Ontario: ices ase CRNA Oa eee 
Plarendonenscouse es eee eee Ontario, 220 Kes Ree ne James Bay...... 
ConsteDist we LOtpLGS ee ke British Columbia........... IG ESP wane 
Gauchontvake sin. auaene cd ae Ontario’... eee ae Oo eee iC. IN UR geanascres 
Carmdbwes ice ie oe eee British Columbia........... Guar 
Ceylon setae ue ane eee es Sasleatche wan. wea taaee earel Gre ais tet creep oie 
Drake ETUSRIAR RE nE cor came Sik) eels Een ted wines Ap \iM@eelao dates © nec 
PSportc kako cares. ark Cee ele Saskatehewan.....6..00-25 «. K@peltae Daten ag pone 
Mermcules aa eee eee teeta ee Quebec. <a eae eee icky OU. Eh eile | 
DarMod wai. eee Tae eee Saskatchewan ene ee Gee Pre, Sac 
Shorea Ate eee cae cece ee ee Saskatchewanstcacco ee eon ro ci eee 
Dewar Lake | |Sagkatohe wens acs een ae ee eran: | 
Dodsiand ya. diene otek oisttheven, save ‘Albertans Mi irracrroe invents: GT sibs teen eet 
MOIBAIG neo ae Otley oN ‘Alberta. Lie ccc ects ent Ge RAR ae 
1 BY eg is ieee an aoe ae eco Alberta... 45.45 sored eee HONS Eheaecans is | 
CBT ett 5 ee meio ees oy a Alberta24, 5 Ante eee HG Sad Nera de ee | 
BisGter ts ccico. Mignen Ts aveew Beas Ontariod.< a0. panne teG eon hind Wel ay rates 
Bileinic mney tains etek 2.6 Sy ieicken tek ee Ontario..< 4.5 eee ee ree KON SAD eke ee 
Eskbank PIR Ath eM art Un Bact, iSaskatchewan............... CAD at eiaets | 
PMG atresia > ait Hain aoa onthe hie (Ontanto ox Ae ivicastore Renton te W.E.&L.S 
Pica War, eee, AT. ee ‘Saskatchewan MN GEATE SP a 
Bar cliscunarecct totaal: pics iy omen a ets Quebeei \.,...isab ast ude meres (Oa PRs ere 
Hallciwivaldvycowe, Seen caper ae Ontario odes sce ar eee LCE IN Oakey 
MOT EER ys taka sare tes bs ee ene oe Saskatchewan......... = Gre IP bk Ss 
HIBERE OED ose eat tins CAS British Columbia.ac. + were os GaP eRe 
WOTMWICH. Secu se te Ak ee HORE TOS a eee eo eestor oats CA auere 
PB OMt PYanciss teehee hs Beebe doriee al ODtRTIOTe te <a eee ce CRT bach: 
TOVGREGYS. Hallas 0c Sie, cet os eee \Ontarioy seks: sce ee te Ge TR Os Soh ce | 
Fesserton. . Ontario.) 325, eee ee Ces Bisa ke | 
Grainger ie ae ol ae bac ‘Alberta tf) pee oie eee Oy See |G. id Re eee tgs 

REY OREO ew eae yee el Saskatchewan. .2 0.0.2 she. GW ernest 
ASPIRING Sgt cor pasos eae Saskatchewan...........5... 6 Fad Oe 2 | 
ROBOM oe gcse wh 3 ety cer ae set ORPALION SS 6 o> thin <2 ais Fee EEE weet | 
ASlonelbie | ooo 4 eee ee ae (Manitoba. 2:<. .t ance sieeeeen Ch GUNGa ds ites 
Butialiatxs.h. th eee Po LAlNawtigh:, | $ti) 5A? 22k em eens 
CE ELE pene Mee Saskatchewan............... OS Nee ac icg: 
BE alee oo sede eh ao ro he Ipaskatchewatiiic: sso: te ee eee ee 


Order 


Number. 


17378 
15780 
14120 
14120 
15666 
15955 
16338 
16353 
16353 
16353 
16363 
16363 
16678 
17170 
17528 


1749 |- 
18468 | 


18550 
18620 
18781 
18912 
15918 
18322 
16336 
16334 
16353 
17379 
16446 
16458 
17260 
17470 
17834 
17902 
18477 
18781 
18780 
18900 
16126 
16127 
16326 
16374 
16363 
16458 
16848 
17124 
18897 
14120 
15653 
15665 
16374 
16544 
17086 
17086 
16124 


File 


Number. 


19514 


19515 | 


SESSIONAL PAPER No. 20c 


~ 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 


363 


SrareMENT No 16.—Showing Station Locations Approved of during Year ending 
March 31, 19183—Continued. 


| | 
| 
Name of Station Province. Railway. Order | File 

| Number.| Number. 
Bramon Cererarr ts nels tt eer os ORGATIO Megat = chat cran ee ries (Op OE al Reyes See 16764 | 19895 
E(ancalitgquneter.potin choke accas s Ovtanio. cans eae (GALE Rs ee: 17370 | 19596 
SERA. on RR ee VGH OVS) ahs Wine katy oe ae ME NOR cr | RNID ESR: Aaivge, Se 17742 20462 
GAUGE A oe ‘Saskatchewan blocs Menace Creel Bretl Suan a cree 16363 19513 
Erin Sikalparme ee cipesyrtes sie ta ue Ch ners Ontario as Aatieeateaccsey ae: CURE Meany 17737 | 20662 
PPO ESO Heh Can entre ne oaths eh Ontario re aoe are CP AR «ees 17805 | 20696 
BOO Cerner a Cece ee ls EE, con ManibODaiee ree kanes ca iCoNm aera 18829 | 21655 
SIRT ie lk tS Re er lip ertaenn sparen het re ee |G. tage oe aan 2 18911 21691 
"GICRRDR?, 5 Sie i Ra nea ge [British Columbia........... LCR er ae 16533 | 19642 
Jeannette....... cshiha nee ee LOntarioser ree eee ee ee CEP aed wed tae 17525 | 20503 
DE ac cas caceneea lah gee eae JONtATIO pe ete eee @ aE a Pee eal ine ae 
Kingsgate, 5 miles north........... Brinsh Columbians see a Fal eal Bes ae 5883 | 105 - 
Key etown Been trees. Bt ee iSaskavehewane.:o-,mis. sc. GRR Parner 16339 | 19522 
Reiligvlemmeer pater. ec cen er on neat a WORCAPIOR: sum scsamenne nen ae (CAN OF etecevat 16971 | 18642 
Kitwuaga..... Ht Rec ee a LBritish Me olam bicacuien sacra Gr rclive be Sacre edi 18780 21449 
OIE ee a ee Nami top amatenn cw aa ree CPR See ae 18816 21618: 
K@EiDINe - oR Can LE eee |Alberta.. Prd a Aan cata 18911 | 21694 
Siempre cates TEN soe. eet: iSaskatchewa amet Jost Ge ey Csi Ree aaeenter 18915 | 21481 
MOUS esr fer Nes coral was ee Aliberta tiem ons oo een: LG ee NG eta Akers 16353 | 16406 
BING SELON reir ut osc shane iSaskeatchewmanen ea eeteee an (Gres Shomer | 16374 | 19561 
ETRE atc. 5 5 Se ea Oe ee eee Saskatchewan sca G sored al es se ar 16363 | 19520 
UNG BYES sai os Miebeen ee rere [Gaia Peed Ooh Ac nae 17904 | 20798 
BOO alt peepeet a teart nN poccie vse cusase ser ake « WAU Orta) aa cey. arent selene KC IN tine Sebi 18709 | 20831 
‘DURE, 20. Rae eo ee (Saskatchewan. Fai Gost eT erate i 18865 21482 
“ICTR Se Ne be oe ee | LOnbario Goes et eR IO, INOR 16125 | 18647 
“LUI SRE © al Da oe geo ae er British @olumbidec:<.-241G. Dubos sos. 16278 19310 
aR GASay (Bat DB bits So aia es eet er British Columbia........... CG gel bioel eh ete haa 16278 | 19809 
“USTRE SPACE, (OOS DIR. Se ete a ee [British Columbia........... GSP es es 16278 19308 
ERT GIO, x oes ig a British Columbia........... Cite gon dodas 16278 | 19307 
PIERS GONG. Ie peters. 6 oe ie ows British Columbia........... NGrallase beeper 16278 19306 
“bilkey AOC al Ds a a British Columbia........... (Gi WA od nceneet 16278 19305 
Mieco GON@ AID Gamers hots. toe ese Bertvish: Colum pianeeeee ae Gaerglivedleyae meee re 16278 19304 
AGG) DEES (CHS DIES rt ole ice (British Colum bids). 8 wen enies biin.n aeke 16278 19303 
UIGRYoINE Siang yes Shs Ree ee ee (Saskatchewamnaee ances (Gr Berane ote 16338 19496 
STURT RS S82 er Ontario oade atin ee CANNOP Ree 16376 18648 
“ABT HGIRS oka Be ee) ee ISASKA CIO Walley secre tn cea Crease eteeecrer| 16374 19560 
“Uji ee le Lovee ee, OO ee iSackatohe wana emen meet Cue lvsiean cent clan 16363 19510 
AGG Karr6 SA Lk Aa eae A (Saskatchewan, areca | Ove kee avy te 8 so | 16458 | 19590 
“WHS RY Soe eet SA a nr ae iSaelcabch esa lees eitertemen amen | Greta aur areas | 16458 | 19589 
“OE Des ie ae ee ae ee Sisetnaolaven, penile nen onan pm chon ol Git Marleen nonuere 16458 | 19587 
Purl CED Dre Mee es os ove ae eh iSaskatche wane qu... cee He 1Gae Pe es ce hye 16492 | ae 
“TUG a aie ee OE ode ae a Saslcatoh enemies ite ttn Cre dveck amet, eieys 16480 ee 
IGE 90,19 ce RIOR eal OnGATIO! Spr ee rela eran Lf | Sota Rand Pick 16804 i re 
RCrELUG See Mere y sec hicat GE cence Prive British olumibias ne. sence Cribe Reet. uy | ae 
March ; pater Pe Pi ties IN cae ae G ae anit: hee 20338 
“EKGs a as Maha), Oe Pee Tita TOMAS eerie enc pn BP Seo hea ater 7 20338 
MOM ee ee rn, | VLANTUO DE rs aetine seas Oy aia Gee eee es es eo 
Mire Re ae sb ce Ontano meres ear IC. N. 0 cea Wa ne a7 
Mew elazeltom. wc... 00.2. 45.4 1 Manitoba, ....2 2 sao (GC iUR A hams Soom : 508 | sear 
Nash... Peete, ee se briieh Columbias. 70.) G.T.P......... ee aes 
Nashbonsing...................-.. Ontario serene reer GRIN Oba a case eee | Bae 
eral een a te ys ke MO ASKALCHE WAM ocucucn. seael CoRR tec ae Ree aie 
NIU Dg Sc ak oe ee a IMamito Danae tere ene ee Ge Pita ee POS ie Ac? 
RGEC ier wet iats ig iac soe sn @ sie hoe \Saskatchewan...............jC.N. R.. es Cerys 
Prince Bporee Ais chic ty aM nA \British Columbia........... G. T. P. = 18043 | 21426 
Pitman.. ee ee. CO British, Columbiameatos sc. a Giek? Bere acase co | atiee 
BRMESCLICVEOMEN AED sare Pate as, ska, seit ‘Ontario AS adhe A earn Ai G. AR DS espe Pes eerie 
BAC OMUNC RE err nian Metts «ear ote Ontario: seman ies beanie C.N.O........ pa phere 
“0 ASU pa One Qos iSaskatehewellensnen eri ois ernie P See te Here rane 
-UOVET Vic os (orate Be Ua alcatich @wallonecnesue ren mire | Curing ionomers « te ate 
INGO ee Saskatchewan tment er (GEAR See engrete ee ean 
| CES ile bbe ea ee [OntaniGs ca rcmce meee: e a NY eis a Whe fee 
CTTED SUL ES 40 Re ae ae ao ode Vosre"tata= say eK andro ory ot th oe ueae scoe ee Gaara 
COSA eo oolag eA tee Saskatchewan -eetcsetest ta eis a ca ER tt 
SANNAAG CLM OR aoe Ai, obec Hates rie ed Quebe SEO NL en tor erin ag aS a Peay ee 
-TRGLAT Ee a ee British ¢ Solumibiay ee. sene ae ee igova lc otasy 
SGI UE ee Saskatchewans,....c.2e +++! eS retet Mivrre 
1 UGA E. pad bya es IQUebD eC kt wae, ane Ciena (Ou n Riese 5s 9 
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Name of Station. Province. Railway. Order 
Number. 
Site Miser Gini CG aontees aici nonce ices Quebeei.s cna. Ree COA Piss Lee meee ae 15887 | 
St DOSODR eine Mart hee ear to tera Québe¢s.t.aetcsa eee Gres NE QUAES ears 15977 | 
Stoney Plaintws.comsieg seu ciiers DG) opchat: Pant ites OS Coch c Oe LP set 15948 | 
Stoney: Beach ve. wrwe wceeu ee tee Saskatchewan.........- ss... Gal) Bites veces 16339 | 
Ste Helicion .. case: = cence nee Quebeosi.d: Gace NE ade al Op 6 ape 16351 | 
Swalwellvocse ules: oo eee Albertatsccks cits eee Gre aie Rea eerie 16355 | 
Steclinan i: eeeoL ee eee ee Saskatchewan). ...0.5)2 ee Grebe, bene ree ee 16363 | 
Sander gen: othe rece sia ters eee Saskatchewan v. ccn cei ceuen eel reed cat eeeeen eee 16363 
GOlSts yon, waa aoa cea obit si eae Saskatchewan............... Grebe aes eereacae | 16363 
Spraisywater caste: se eee Saskatchewan.............. GA Ps cag coer 16458 
St PP rnatee enn an ee ee ee Quebecsstec cxtsie seers su ieee rede certs 16486 
Soo Sere eee Core ae LON EariO. sour A cee eee ee ASS Cie, Ebene 16483 
Springsidezaces seer coon ee Saskatchewan Fo CRM eal tne eee 16523 
Sixteen Island Wake-n. ce. s.caceee Quebee.: ssdeack een lees CNR Ore etes 16563 
Stratlotd 2.047 eae eee Ontario. 2 ttsc- See ene Gare Ree race 16742 
St Aupustinesascoe alan ites Quebeo: fo ass eee CoRS Reisen 17005 
Smitha halls weave a eee Ontario J:4-42 ne eee GaN Osten 17079 
SGUBO Deen ene eit ose Ontarioie.. toss ene Cie Baki sence aa 17094 
SU MELGRIAS casei eit oe aan oa name Quebecs. a. aan. seen eas CAPR ee 17139 
Stratroraville nse ccc on Ae OntariosPe Saheee eee CoP OR sce 17356 - 
‘SaneUl alge ea ccs ee Cer EIEN Alberta. ti: ation saints Geter caer es 17365 
SEUGTEPOrIOs Sasi bran he ee Quebec. ats: 6 bee ioe ame GebeRanesress 17386 
SOR TAEMIATCH oostevo e nek ae Ontariov ye a eee CIN2 Osea. 17557 
Si Vverdaleseacceni lene os eee Ontario: ..qesc ttc meee AUS Oe CeRl BF torte oe 17636 
Sunnyside, Toronto................ 1OntariO enc naeeEe eee Gib ekUs seers 17709 
Shelburne. eee eee eee \OniteriG: castars. tas en ioe ee OF Re Riera. 17877 
St. Francois de Salle............... \Quebec..c cree keane eeeee Orde gee maactee 18354 
SWADSOD:A. oc avers ase hie ee |Saskatchewan's.. 1 .--bee mee CoNMR eae 18791 
Sal nig yas fate on cnet ae on Wye eens \British Columbia........... GaN then sera 18814 
Spaidals. e.0. Ontario: eee eeee tire ane CSING Olmemate 18899 
Paronn ssi cinemas Aster ahi Bee Ontario tatitns aeeaa eee AL C:.66 Te Bate 15933 
Erochie Saini oe ee Alberta cack. oe: Some eee Ge FER Rees cee 16353 | 
Ehrée Hille. rch seen ree Al bertam ne ae poe Gel ub omen 16353 
Talmagec....2.... AOC CSET paskatch@walle-n..cetinee sees CET NAM Senet cen | 16363 | 
"TarholtOtes Accs ee eee ee \Ontario wn. seer en eee CaN Oe ets 17166 | 
Twin Butte........ ene or PAepekntssau Clolhvesel siGiaca: o5 one (Cree eerie te | . 17500 
Leta JAunes sh tes oan tA ee eee hae \British Columbia........... CHA Wed ere are | 17799 
Lwin lin ce. acer ee LOntario 7... ce sh eae COLNE OP ae Ee | 17859 | 
TEVOUX =< oh mocha: eee. tee |Saskatchewan...... ANCA IN op euoceeterere 18791 
Vaiewstleld carci te eee Saskatchewan eee (Gye ete a eee 16363 | 
IV ANGOUY Olam tm att oom ey ee British Columbia........... Oe Bie cane 16720 | 
YES TCAV EST 2 Greate OR tga Dee tata We ote St \Saskatchewan............... a Oey & aa tater 18915 
Weybury Bs To Sina ns otter aie: \Saskatchewan...... AC ee tvs ete ee 16425 
Wanner cectemisa sa ee ee (Ontario. Seer nee ee Co NOs eal 18819 | 
Wagan are es tes 2 aa ere eee \Saskatchewana..+...0...cce Ce Pegecre nat os 18847 
WArbo cee dee orca eee en [Manito bay cng ccce cant eos ete | kewl eerie ees 14120 | 
MODES 5G 2 oh eh cin Warne wie a (British Columbia........... Gio ls b ete eet 16688 | 
VCCI to Re ee ee eet ee ee LO nitariontnc yc keene as eee Neste Ole. ae aor 18781 


File 


Number. 


19115 
19i11 
17370 
19518 
19493 
19410 
19516 
19525 
19526 
19595 
19726 
19613 
13566 
19728 
18693 
20015 


3878 - 


-140 


'. Se ee ee a ee 


he, eee oe 


me a & 


in >< 


re a 


hyceae Wile eRe oy 
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Statement No. 17.—Summary of Principal Operating Orders. 


General 
Order 
No. 


Old 


Number. 


8238 


4685 
6998 


3239 
3464 
5103 
11446 
3245 
3465 
8903 
16570 


4991 


Date 


3, 1907 


5, 1908 
4, 1909 


3, 1907 
13, 1907 
30, 1908 

2, 1910 

4, 1907 
14, 1907 
15, 1909 
22, 1912 


10, 1908 


15, 1908 
3, 1908 
3, 1908 
2, 1909 


. 20, 1908 


. 25, 1908 


9, 1910 


" 17, 1908 


25, 1909 
. 27,1911 
. 25, 1908 


16, 1908 


. 25, 1908 


10, 1909 
14, 1909 


8, 1909 
18, 1909 
23, 1909 
16, 1909 
22, 1912 


7, 1909 


| 


Remarks. 


Ordering railway companies to instal fire extinguishers in passenger 
cars. : 


Ordering railway companies to provide certain protection in case of 
fire at wooden trestles. 


Ordering railway companies to equip locomotives with certain fire 
protective appliances, construct fire guards, etc. 


Se rey companies to equip locomotives with a full set of 
signals. 


Declaring reports in connection with accidents, etc., to be privileged. 


Ordering railway companies to inspect electric crossing bells. 


Ordering railway companies to locate mail cranes at a certain dis- 
tance from the gauge side of nearest rail. 


Ordering railway companies to prevent the unreasonable emission of 
smoke from locomotives in towns and cities. 


Approving certain lighting systems for use in passenger cars. 


Requiring railway companies to use only certain freight cars for 
handling baggage in passenger trains. 


Memorial of Trainmen’s Association of Canada. 


Requiring railway companies to equip non-platform cars with proper 
operating lever for uncoupling ears. 


Authorizing railway companies to remove planking at highway and 
farm crossings during the winter months. 


Ordering railway companies to equip tender trucks weighing 100,000 
pounds or over when loaded, with steel tired wheels. 


Requiring Railway Companies to ventilate and clean passenger cars 
and station buildings. 


4, 1909| Regulations regarding fences and cattle guards and public highway 


crossings. 


| 
12, 1909| Approval of Standard Train Rules. 


24, 1909 


27, 1909 
16, 1913 


14, 1909 


Master Car Builders to govern loading of lumber jogs and stone on 
flat cars. 


Regulations for carriage of explosives. 


Freight vans to be equipped with coupling operating levers and air 
gauges and air controlling valves. 
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SrateMenr No. 17.—Summary of Principal Operating Orders—Concluded. 


General 
Order |__ Old Date. Remarks. 
No. | Number. é 
54 9160 jJan. 6, 1910|Flag station order, earnings to be a certain amount before permanent 
| agent appointed, etc. 
56 | 10462 |May 3, 1910/Ordering electric railway companies to equip certain cars with power 
brakes, in addition to hand brakes. 
61 11627 |July 19, 1910)Ordering railway companies to erect tell-tales at not less than 100 feet 
distant on either side of tunnels and bridges and other overhead 
| structures. 
64 12206 |Nov. 3, 1910/Ordering railway companies to equip passengers cars with emergency 
tools: 
66 12287 |Nov. 3, 1910/Ordering railway companies to equip locomotives with air bell ringers. 
70 12915 |Feb. 7, 1911/Specifications for installation of electric bells. 
OG Gin omeante Nov. 11, 1912 
Ch 13857 |May 30, 1911| Authorizing railway companies to install watchmen at a crossing where 
any accident has happened instead of reducing speed of trains to 
10 miles an hour until such time as crossing inspected. 
78 14115 |July 14, 1911) Regulations governing inspection and testing of locomotive boilers. 
87 15988 |Feb. 17, 1912 Ordering railway companies to equip locomotives with dump ash 
pans. 
89 | 16007 'Feb. 17, 1812/Ordering railway companies to provide direct air connection between 
| snow plows and locomotives. 
| 
94 | 17211 \July 24, 1912)Regulations governing testing of hearing and eyesight of railway 
LOSS varies Apr. 9, 1913) employees. 
OD aioe anorn Nov. 2, 1912) Requiring railway companies to file notice of embargo. 
| 
TOOK ease Feb. 17, 1918 Safety Appliance Standards. 


All of which is respectfully submitted. 
A. J. NIXON, 
Chief Operating Officer. 
A. D. CarTwRIGHT, 
Secretary, B.R.C. Building. 
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AY COMMISSIONERS 


FOR CANADA, FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1913. 


TRAFFIC DEPARTMENT. 


| 
Name. Occupation. Date of Salary. 
Order-in-Council. 

$ - ets. 

HardwellkJames\+).6.— <2. ...08..., fa. Mira ticrexpect seer aes el en June 22, 1904....... 4,700 
IBTO WIC RA Mere ho ue doe ks, i hieticler kw. he tee oe tee OCtee om 100458 eee 2,200 
NECN ANUSH OME to tke ee a (\Clerkiw eer ea rin een certs Aug. 20, 1904...... 1,250 
Routhier, C. C........ NOLO Kot ce biter atl baer ak a a Aug. 14, 1906....... 1, 200 
NSRLONG Cyaan ese feet ed ae PE od le ONES di ceah te As eee ee pains Meee ae Mayo G6 .L00 7eeeeee 1,100 
NIG Uta fos oats ore eee a ae ie Wer ene a es Hav eles eae aa om May 6, 1907...:... 1, 100 
Messingeng HA Wires ict ie back eeh. AGE loci saan Cee te ee July 8, 1904 1,050 
DISCS ie Be Be as ene en ad Clerks an. cts veer neere non May 6, 1907 950 
WiainwrightesWisiGrets oe ah ei Aa, Ler kestypethotstee dee oe ene eae Apr. 27, 1909 950 
Chapman, C. M. B. (resigned Dec. 31, 1912./Clerk......................... VAY OO lee ee 850 
EV CV REVS ee COR lcd. ty vara apeMeons b Glen ket. ea he tyre ee ew Oct. 6, 1911 800 
Brethoureli wii eee rene at mS IC lerkyast aeahlaee seal trek Dee; 2; 19115....2 800 
PRIDE GASES MTR ht NER ee 8 CLED eyes parece ss cor heel ae Hela Orel Olona 800 


SSS SSS SE a ae eee ee ee ee 


ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT. 


June ,30 1904.......| 


REOUNTAINS Gee AM MEE ai yer ey cs. eth C@hiefenvineers. sso noe $ 5,000 
SMO NG GL ee areytnee Mth Reh. ia Asst. chief engineer............/Oct. 3, 1904....... 2,800 
*Drury, H. A. K aILSt ASStenginecerssene seen June 25, 1906....... 3, 100 
RS ClATIZCT PART AG RIE eh Bo as 2nd asst. engineer.++.....0...-. May 28, 1910....... 2,700 
Bg INCrTCACRE Paaan iy a Ee SIdiasst eng ineeceeee eae at AU 1s) LOL reer: | 2,800 
JCS EGR Oe Ah as se ene rn LES gl Rpt Pan eee 16. Sat 0 Ag tA 1906 meee 1,000 
WV RASWOrth eH Wie 6 fe cc lots oe Clerk cee ee Septic a Olo seen 800 
iBarber, Miss W.ACH:. 9 al. foc... cans Stenographeras.eee 1 ee (Maye Oo) LO07nae eee 950 
EreWonald, Miss'Ni....................|Stenographer...5....5...¢...../Oct. 14, 1910..¢..53 850 
RECORD DEPARTMENT. 
SRA OMASON IO “EWA oy os Fee ciaryrs thee te Ghieticlerle pws aceeee eat aoe Sept. 1, 1904....... $ 1,300 
Biatlya nies Ore See ek Oe at Ps crate, Acting record officer.......... May »-2,1905.5..2>- 1, 250 
MESO Wat. ne ones iMate es Ver ects Oe ey et ee ol eae Aug. 14, 1906....... 1,000 
“LENCE Cal ON A bean ee eee CGlerkeiet rie te ke, eer Aue 20 ose 950 
lear Uiricn ke bremeperaee A e mte Clerk lO -.5). cee ey eee eee May 6, 1907....... 950 
NP OIMELS WHORE eee RE eet 5 pee bows Rees, op Statistical clerk: scenes Aug. 14, 1906 900 
DOTS) eee ee. eke a AOC lop kectaie dh ye Mies ty ae, Se June 29, 1910....... 900 
Ey OU EN eis) eet te Pe an AAR Clerkin tires ste aavaiee saree Mayans Oil sence 850 
“LETC INS ENA i Bhs iy to ler ken ge ohh Cnn: Mee ae reer Se Sept. 12"19193)...9.- 800 
RECITAL OS Hee AN Cro er Merete ce No ee oS Clery Aa ane a ger ene ae Octie01 O12 ae e 800 
_ 2ROG dB Na ee ee ee Clérkes ht eae ee chee on Deca dO O12 nearer 800 


*Includes $300 allowed on account living expenses. 
tIncludes $150 allowed on account living expenses. 
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PERMANENT STAFF OF THE BOARD OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
FOR CANADA, FOR THE YEAR ENDING MARCH 31, 1913.—Continued. 


SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 


; | Date | 


Name. Occupation. | Order-in-Council. | Salary, 
‘Higclestone; Ay Piteccs ee. eede es ima ee Chiéf clerk... 02.20. soenne || Auge LA LOOG eer $ 1,450 
ATbIOn“:, occa eee ene eee | @lerk cc ecseetepaeverer reacts Deer 237190 950 
Larooquo, An... 5s. c.< Jeno setter aaa ‘Clerk and stenographer........ Dee. 53k O08. eae 900 
Empey, R. W. (resigned Ist May, 1912).,Clerk and stenographer........ July “15,1911. 2 700 
Hollington; Ploivsc: ateccp me seririo eres Clerk’ so. satheroerlspith coeke sia ie Oct: W8, Isls 800 
dati: BH Rene enp noes aecE sn UesasO cock Glerkoe > irene eee es Feb, 6; 19i3sco-.. 800 
Bliss Miss Mie ccm cratic elmetein Stenoerapber.-a-ee2 May 29,.1911..--....| 650 
Gamble; Miss'C. Ueno tees: eee eae \Stenographer.........-..-.-++: lve t Opt O12 eee 600 
MacGuire, Miss E.........5...--- +222 e55- ‘Stenographer............------ Julya 26, LUZ eee | 600 
Murphy, Mrs. L........2.- 2120.0 0- 5602+ 'Stenographer..........-.------|Jan. 25, 1913....... 600 
TE Yoni ed BSD age c oats melons Armia gu SOOO: (Mailing! Olerkeaa.tcrrtrotiiar= Decal, 190s -eee | 7x0 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY’S DEPARTMENT. 


PrimeaubcAn kc cnine crocs ea ria rey Assistant secretary (for French, 

correspondence)...........-- IMay 7, 1904....... $2, 600 
(Bess weltstesh 9: Ga Agtocts Hong 30 Team oy cumtodn Chief clerk and accountant....|May 6, 1907....... 1,000 
KSasey ul Plineeeeie a eacetenn ss -Pecie as Clerk and stenographer....... Aug. 28, 1909. .0.% 850 
ET incobhe LISS “Aes sie ete oie ices Stenorrapher eye pee ar May 29, 1911.2-2. 650 

OPERATING DEPARTMENT. 
INTRO Me Act dete oe Rec ec eieease eae Ae i\Chief operating officer......... July. <2e 51909 aces $4,000 
S91 (oy 10 (el OM Or AA nS Bots ae ocE mon cot rncn Asst. chief operating officer...|/Aug. 20, 1904....... 2,300 
fey lipid Pentiasceducds nbtresann sepia wna ‘Asst. chief operating officer..... March 4, 1907....... 2,300 
eM GClatl: Nis 0 oe cemeteries eatecee Inspectorsennee eeu ee eee \May 6, 190/22... 2,300 
Clarke d 2255 so ep ee aetians Aecencaae TInspectors.c..a.- soe ee May - (6, 1907.0 2,000 
Blyth] W:. Sisco eern ee eee eee Inspectors: ange ntene eae hart iMay 6, 1907....... 2,000 
“Hudson: 2A.) Eiscateebithe- ites: nak teers Locomotive inspector........- May? 3, 1912h.2¢-%- 2,100 
Gillett; (2D Fees eee ere Locomotive inspector......... May 3, 1912....... 1,800 
*Cardiner: Jisneccs sae aes see oe es Locomotive inspector......... May dp dQLZencee 2,100 
Harris Diffins wc ee es sees Tnspectorsecn ce mane Ge ose as Mayr 37 1912.05... 1,800 
*Shiinick) Hs . aeen ayer ee Inspectorsaa. 7a) a acer Deécs 3119004 eae 1,700 
Puli «Aa het, coche cere pn eee es Inspectotes a nascar July 28, 1911... 1, 200 
VG hgs el s ts Bes «wea ire Se oth one Chick clarkasd..s. tea ee Feb. 11, 1911 i, 100 
Britton “PSG cre na eee eer ork i ne ee aes May 6, 1907 S00: 950 
Dansmore fb. Picco. ae. oe + ees Cer ee eee SA eee Oct: “14,1912 eee | 900 
Parker oy aece -ni Se bene eee ea Clerk and stenographer....... Oct] 14, 19lae cee 800 
Oonnor, Muss GMO ccs ae ce ates Stenoeraphier. <- nce seen le Dec. Bl 1908s.ee e 750 
AVE OOMVOL: ON a dts vee Ru Shi ete ees ee Clerk and stenographer....... Dec. 22,1909. 2 a! 750 
_ (Resigned 29th June, 1912). 
Scrogoies Miss Hie EJs. come cee eter Stenosrapnetienanene secre Jan. 25, 1918....... 600 
FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 

PRSAaVItt, Conca coc) ore hee eae Chief fire inspector............ Hebe 22, LORS asec acts $ 800 
Johnson, Py CS Se eon ee ee Hire inspector: :,.cceceite seh ae Heb. <6; 29lSte ae 1,800 
White: RAD Se een Dee ee Chief clerk and stenographer..|Feb. 6, 1918....... 900 


= 
“Including $300 on account living expenses. 


_ _ + The salary of Mr. Leavitt is $3,600 per annum, the difference is paid by the conservation com 
mission. 
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LAW DEPARTMENT. 
: Date of 
Name. Occupation. Order-in-Council. | Salary. 
IS See Be, eg egies ance rg a waclenkem santas een At Aug. 20, 1904......| $2,800 
Larose, Miss R... .|Stenographer and librarian..../May 1, 1905....... 900 
PME MEE ISS UC. Myint cine de corner eiers ci esclete Stenographenie sae cee serie | Mayol Ol eee 650 
PRIVATE SECRETARY TO CHIEF COMMISSIONER. 
: | 
BBEVICHATOSON MEO ea rs erates Sitch tenet Secretary to chief Commis- | 
; sioner and acting secretary 
5 outside. Ottawal.n, ss. .u5: Aprils 2 1905 $2, 200 
MPG AR ME NLISS tere var cache cn etait otra Clerk and stenographer........ aYe  Gnl90LA eee 850 
STENOGRAPHERS. 
mmc ameron, Miss Hy Mie Sic ce oe bes Clerk and _ stenographer to 
Commissioner McLean...... Ue 20) 19026 eee $ 850 
rater MASS eM sates wets oe omic is os eek Clerk and stenographer to 
(Resigned July 21, 1912). Assistant Chief Commis- 
SIONELA Shoals eae Dec. 31, 1907 750 
EASY MEMISSHININ steht cha ees Recs rth os mots Clerk and stenographer to 
Assistant Chief Commis- 
[ SIONET Ease eee eee Dec. 31, 1908....... 850 
EBS NCL VL sy Grane wate persicae ni tas serait Clerk and _ stenographer to 
Commissioner Mills......... Sept. 11, 1909....... 750 
Misurhians MISSY ME cheng cs nahec oes eels iClerk and stenographer to 
' Commissioner Goodeve..... Mayall Otd aes 700 
Manteron wVMISSUM cess dn coerce es ae te iStenographers sane adsdsa erie une? 15 1912 700 
(Resigned Aug. 31, 1912). | 
MESSENGERS. 
*Chandler, T. (deceased)................ .|Store-Keeper and court usher..|May 7, 1904....... | $ 900 
STAPLES aed OES Beira eevee epee tee Chiefamessengersaea renee ines Oct. 19, 1912 | 700 
ALCAN rr ein oe aa diet Messenger.....................|Sept. 11, 1909 | 700 
RNR A COMMAN A Meiecrcrr tere nits Saran, Scovel CIs IMGssengena es eee ame err te OCtE LO TOL 2s ees 650 
I DAIASSS AINE Ciba Ain oe Bike Ont arene: pane cea a pete aes ae eae 650 
| 
CAR “ACADIA.” 
BalemeWilliamnie! oe hs hoes fons oes Beh GOOKS se ia Se CR A ORD ED i= Sie See te ra | $1, 020 
REPORTING STAFF. 
ae oe z . 
BSHEOUOTAUN TOR so ect ree soos ol thes ov Suv es (official reporter to Board..... April 14, 1908...... | $4,800 


Nore.—This amount is a special amount fixed by contract covering all reporting for the Board. 
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APPENDIX ‘“H” 
REPORT OF FIRE INSPECTION DEPARTMENT. 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canada, March 31, 1913. 


A. D. CartwricHT, Esq., 
Seeretary, Board of Ry. Com., 
Ottawa, Ont. ' 
Sirn,—I beg to submit herewith, for the eighth annual report of the Board, report _ 
of the Fire Inspection department for the year ending March 31, 1913. 


~~." 


ORGANIZATION. 7 


Immediately following the issuance of order No. 16570, dated May 22, 1912 (see 
page 81), the Fire Inspection department was organized, through the temporary — 
appointment by the Board of the undersigned as chief fire inspector. Im pursuance 
of a co-operative arrangement, the undersigned is also under appointment as chief 
forester to the Commission of Conservation. 


FIRE PATROLS. 


The preparation of railway fire patrol plan under regulations 11 and 12 of order 
16570 was undertaken at once, and conferences were held in the West with represen- 
tatives of the railway companies. At these conferences were also present represen- 
tatives of the Forestry branch, Department of the Interior, and of the Forest branch, 
Lands Department of British Columbia. Following the agreements reached at these 
conferences, letters were sent the following railway companies, specifying fire patrols 
and other fire-protective measures to be established on lines in British Columbia, 
Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba: Canadian Northern, Grand Trunk Pacific, 
Canadian Pacific, Great Northern, Esquimalt and Nanaimo, Victoria and Sydney. 

Special patrols were prescribed only where the intensity of fire danger was con- 
sidered sufficient to justify such action. The measures prescribed were based on the ; 
theory of efficient protection at a minimum of cost to the company. 


PERSONNEL OF STAFF. 


Provision was made for a local inspection staff through co-operative arrange- 
ments with the Forestry and Parks branches, Department of the Interior, and the — 
Forest branch, Lands Department of British Columbia. Under these arrangements, - 
the following superior field officers were appointed :— 

H. R. MacMillan, chief forester, Forest branch, Lands Department, Victoria, q 
B.C., appointed provincial fire inspector for British Columbia, to supervise fire — 
inspection on all railway lines in the province under the jurisdiction of the Board, — 
with the exception of lines in the Railway Belt. Mr. MacMillan is assisted by R. E. 
Benedict, assistant forester, who was appointed assistant provincial inspector. } 

D. Roy Cameron, Wiatviee inspector of Dominion Forest Reserves, Forestry branchial r 
Department of the Interior, Kamloops, B.C., appointed fire inspector for the Beil 
Belt. 

Z 

W. N. Millar, district inspector of Forest Reserves, Forestry branch, Interior 

Department, Calgary, Alta., appointed fire inspector for Dominion Forest Reserves 


in Alberta. 
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Howard Douglas, chief superintendent of Dominion Parks, Interior Department, 
Edmonton, Alta., appointed fire inspector for Dominion Parks, On his retirement from 
the Parks branch and’ his succession by P. C. Barnard Hervey, the appointment of 
Mr. Douglas was cancelled, and Mr. Hervey was appointed fire inspector for Dominion 
Parks, in his stead. 

E. H. Finlayson, inspector of fire ranging, Forestry branch, Interior Department, 
Winnipeg, Man., appointed Fire Inspector, to supervise railway fire inspection on 
lines in Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manitoba, not above provided for, with the 
exception of fire-guard inspection in Alberta and Saskatchewan. 

Fire guard inspection in Alberta was provided for through the appointment as 
fire-guard inspector of Benjamin Lawton, chief fire guardian, Department of Agri- 
culture, Edmonton. 

Similar action for Saskatchewan was taken, through the appointment, with the 
same title, of R. J. McLean, fire commissioner, Attorney General’s Department, 
Regina. 

The government of Manitoba preferred to have the fire-guard inspection provided 
in some other way than through a plan of co-operation, and arrangements were 
accordingly made with the Dominion Forestry branch, Interior Department, for the 
handling of this work by E. H. Finlayson, appointed fire inspector, as above noted. 

In case of each of the above officials, salary and travelling expenses were pro- 
vided by the co-operating organizations, and was each assisted. in handling the details 
of the fire inspection work by subordinate officers, likewise without cost to the Board. 
In some cases, these subordinate officers were appointed officers of the Board. 

The above plan of co-operation has worked very satisfactorily, and much credit 
is due the co-operating organizations for the effective support they have given in 
the handling of this work. 

R. J. White was appointed chief clerk and stenographer, in the Otawa office of 
the department. 

H. C, Johnston was appointed fire inspector, near the close of the year, to assist 
the chief fire inspector in supervising all the work of the department. 


EXTENSION OF WORK TO THE EAST. 


By the time the fire patrol work could be organized, as above, in the four western 
provinces, the fire season of 1912 was so far advanced that extension to the east was 
impracticable. The matter of co-operation was, however, taken up with the Govern- 


ments of Ontario, Quebec, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia, and in each case assur- 


o: 


, 
i? 


: 


ance was given that an officer would be designated by the Provincial Government for 
appointment by the Board, and that the necessary staff of subordinate inspectors 
would be provided. 

Under this arrangement, E. J. Zavitz, forester, Department of Lands, Forests 
and Mines of Ontario, has been appointed provincial fire inspector for Ontario; and 
W. J. C. Hall, chief of the Forest Protection Branch, Department of Lands and 
Forests of Quebec, has been appointed provincial fire inspector, to supervise railway 


fire inspection work in that province. It is expected that similar arrangements will 


be made at an early date for the handling of fire inspection work in New Brunswick 


and Nova Scotia. 
FIRE-GUARD CONSTRUCTION. 


During the past year, following the previously-established policy, the construe- 
tion of fire-guards was required, by the ploughing of a strip of not less than 16 feet 
in width, at a distance of not less than 300 feet from the track, on both sides of the 
track, along railway lines through the provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan and Mani- 
toba, except where a satisfactory showing should be made by the company that such 
action was either unnecessary or impracticable. The removal, by burning or other- 
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wise, of grass and other inflammable material between the ploughed strip and the 


track was also required. 

It appears that some change in the above requirement is desirable in the case of 
cultivated and fenced pasture or grazing lands; and a study has accordingly been 
undertaken in order to determine what requirements should be made of the railway 
companies in this connection. In order to get as wide an expression of opinion as 
possible, circulars containing a large number of questions, were sent to the railway 
companies and to the representatives of the organized farming interests, with request 
for replies. The replies thus far received indicate clearly that some changes are desir- 
able in the interests of all concerned. Some modifications will accordingly be made 
in the requirements for the season of 19138. 


RIGHT OF WAY CLEARING. 


Much attention has been paid the matter of securing compliance with section 297 
of the Railway Act, which requires that “the Company shall at all times maintain 
and keep its right of way free from dead or dry grass, weeds and other unnecessary 
combustible matter.” 

Complaints by the public, and specified reports by the staff of the Fire Inspection 
and Operating departments have been closely followed up. Cireular 107 (see Appendix 
L) was issued February 22, 1913, calling attention to the requirement of the Rail- 
way Act in respect to condition of the right of way. 


FIRE PROTECTIVE APPLIANCES. 


The inspection of fire-protective appliances on locomotives, under regulations 2 
and 3 of order 16570, is handled by the Operating department of the Board. 


AMENDMENT OF ORDER 16570. 


On February 22, 1913, cireular 108 was issued (see Appendix L) proposing 
for discussion certain modifications in regulation 15 of the order. Some other 
changes of a minor nature are also under consideration, and it is expected that an 
order will issue in the near future making these changes effective. 

It is believed that the changes contemplated will strengthen the order, and will 
also dispose finally of the objections raised by the Canadian Pacific, Canadian North- 
ern, and Grand Trunk Pacific Railways in connection with their application to the 
Supreme Court for leave to appeal with regard to certain features of order 16570. 


RESULTS OF FIRE PATROLS, SEASON OF 1912. 


As previously noted, order 16570 was issued May 22, 1912. On account of the 
time required for organizing the work, holding the necessary conference with railway 
officials, and enabling the railway companies to organize by securing necessary equip- 
nent and personnel, it was not possible to get the prescribed special patrols actually 
in effect before the months of July and August. The very unusually wet season then 
~endered unnecessary the establishment of a considerable number of the patrols 
prescribed. Many of the patrols were, however, established as prescribed, and did 
excellent service. 

Principally on account of the weather conditions, the only serious railway fires 
were during the early part of the summer, before the measures required by order 
16570 could be put into effect. Statistics of railway fire damage are necessarily inecom- 
plete. The accompanying table has, however, been prepared from the somewhat frag- 
mentary data available. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CLYDE LEAVITT, 
Chief Fire Inspector. 


‘ 
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Summary of Reports on Fires occurring adjacent to Railway Lines in British Columbia, Alberta, Saskat- 
chewan, and Manitoba, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada. 
Season of 1912. (Exclusive of prairie fires.) 


le - 


| 
; ; | Grand Esquimalt] Victoria 
Canadian | Canadian) Trunk Great and and Totals. 
‘ Pacific. |Northern*| Pacific. |Northern.|/Nanaimo. Sidney. 
Number of fires reported as | 
starting within 300 feet of 
PLAC Ka Gh are iaaetioe cee 80 71 42 3 2 2 200: 
Causes of fires— 
MQ) EE RING ree coerce oie esse 67 62) 28 3 2 2 164 
(6) Tramps, etc., and camp 
PER Wsi casei wines 4 4) AG ON rie, Sera ane Te gee ee 12 
(c) Other known causes.... 5 5| LOWS GSE ee ae olde ol teva ace | ier nears 20 
(Co veWinknowner so usc 4 pt ean, Ana, at gamete ee 8 be Rear h eect ACL at 4 
Acres burned over by fires | 
outside right of way— | 
(a) Grass or cultivated 
ENING le ac echane noe arica mean 30 3, 500 GOO We ee peti rt ate ne coe an ate 4,135 
(6) Young forest growth... GS O70 eee eee 945 24 Tevet tere Nee RR adh 17,017 
(Ce Pimberlandy ......- , 010 7 205 LOOM eee ee rte lee ete Bey 
(d) Slashing or old burn not 
FEStOCKING Nasik oe: 510 1, 004 120 S00 iernetee ct: 140 2,674 
(ee Rotalens en eee 17,625 4,511 1,870 O02 (teeter 140 25,148 
Value of property destroyed- 
(a) Young growth......... S51 100 ens $500 DO leyatae pte e mca Spee ates $51, 655 
(6) Standing timber....... $12, 250 $2, 500 $1,825 S600] Pico ceic cn leeree ems $17,175 
(c) Forest products in 
process of manufacture. $50) eke seme. $000 Seems SLOO Ree eon ae $650 
(d) Railway property not 
COM ELEGEIN UA DOVE Mri cicis|lnisve sca tis sills dascrad cous SS 2bU her, ee ee ei cr a $18, 250 
(e) Other private property 
not covered in above... $100 $150 S500 Ree a ee eee BA PUAe neers $750 
(Op Rota 22h neces $63, 550 $2,650} $21,575 $605 S100} A oe. $88, 480 


(*) Does not include lines in British Colum bia—Canadian Northern Pacific, not subject to Board. 
(t) Many incipient fires not reported. 
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APPENDIX I. 
LIST OF BOOKS IN LIBRARY UP TO MARCH 31, 1913. 


Abbott—Electrical Transmission of Energy. 

Abbott—Railway Law of Canada. 

Abbott on Telephony. 

Ackworth—Elements of Railway Economics. 

Actes du Canada et des provinces non abrogés par les Statuts Revisés, 1887. 

Acts of the Provinces and of Canada not repealed by the Revised Statutes, 1887. 

Act to regulate Commerce. 

Adams—Railroad Accidents. 

Adams—The Block System. 

Alabama—Reports of the Railroad Commission, 1908, 1910. 

Alberta Law Reports, 1908, 1909. 

Alberta Statutes, 1906—1913. 

Allen—Telegraph Cases. 

American Electrical Cases. 

American and English Annotated Cases, 27 Vols. Digest, Vols. 1-10; 1-20. 

American and English Encyclopedia of Law, 32 vols. Supplement. 

American and English Railroad cases, Old Series, 61 vols.; Digest, vols. 1-35; 36-43. 

American and English Railroad cases, New Series, 68 vols. ; Digest, vols. 1-23; 24-43; 
and 44-53. 

American Railway Reports, 21 vols. 

American Reports, Digest, 2 vols. 

Anderson—Dictionary of Law. 

Anderson—Index-Digest of Interstate Commerce Laws. 

Armstrong—Digest of Nova Scotia Reports. : 

Ashe—Electric Railways. 

Audette—Practice of the Exchequer Court. 

Auditor General’s Reports. 


Baldwin—American Railroad Law. 

Barnes—Interstate Transportation. 

Bartholomew—Air Brakes for Electric Cars. 

Beach—Law of Railways. 

Beach—Monopolies and Industrial Trusts. 

Beach—Railway Digest (Annual) 1889. 

Beal on Bailments. 

Beal on Cardinal Rules of Legal Interpretation. 

Beal and Wyman—Railroad Rate Regulation. 

Beauchamp—Jurisprudence of the Privy Council. 

Beaudry-Lacantinerie—Droit Civil. 

Beavan & Walford—Railway Cases. 

Bell & Dunn—Practice Forms. 

Belsterling—Digest of Decisions—Transit Privileges. 

Beullac—Code de Procedure Civile. 

Bigg’s General Railway Acts. 

Biggar’s Municipal Manual. 

Bird’s Digest of British Columbia Case Law. 

Blakemore—Abolition of Grade Crossings in Massachusetts. 

Bligh’s Ontario Law Index to 1900. 

Bligh and Todd—Dominion Law Index, 1898. 

Booth—Street Railways. 

Boulton—The Law and Practice of a case stated. 

Bouvier’s Law Dictionary. 

Boyle & Waghorn—The Law and Practice of Compensation. 

Boyle & Waghorn—The Law Relating to Railway and Canal Traffic. 

Brandeis—Scientific Management. 

Brassey, Lord—Fifty years of Progress and the New Fiscal Policy. 

Brice on Tramways and Light Railways. 

Brice—Ultra Vires. 

British Columbia Reports, 16 vols. 

British Columbia Statutes, 1872-1913. Revised Statutes, 1897, 1911. Consolidated 
Statutes, 1877. 

British Columbia Year Book. 

British Ruling Cases. 

Brockway—HElectric Railway Accounting. 

Broom’s Legal Maxims. 
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Browne’s Law of Carriers. 

Browne on the Law of Compensation. 

Browne’s Practice before the Railway Commissioners. 

Brown, MacNamara & Neville—KEnglish Railway and Canal Traffic Cases, 14 vols. 
Brown and Theobald—Law of Railways. 

Bullinger’s Postal and Shipper’s Guide for the United States and Canada, 1912, 
Butterworth’s Practice of the Railway and Canal Commission. 
Butterworth—Railways and Canals. 

Byer’s Economics of Railway Operation. 


California, Reports of the Railroad Commission, 

Calverts’ Regulation of Commerce. 

Campbell on Forest Fires and Railways. 

Cameron’s Supreme Court Practice and Rules, 19138. 

Canada Law Journal. 

Canada and Newfoundland Gazetteer, 1909, 1910. 

Canada Year Book. 

Canadian Annual Digest. 

Canadian Annual Review. 

Canadian Case Law Digest. 

Canadian Law Review. 

Canadian Law Times. 

Canadian Reports, Appeal Cases. 

Canadian Ten-Year Digest. 

Car Builder’s Dictionary. 

Carmichael—Law of the Telegraph, Telephone and Submarine Cable. 

Carter—When Railroads were new. 

Cartwright’s British North America Cases. 

Cartwright’s Canadian Law List. 

Casson, Ellis and Hutchinson, jr—Horse, Truck and Tractor. 

Century Dictionary and Cyclopedia. 

Chandler on the Express Service and Rates. 

Chambers’ Parliamentary Guide. 

Charter of the City of Montreal with Amendments. 

Chitty’s Archbold’s Q. B. Practice. 

Chitty’s K. B. Forms. 

Clapp—The Navigable Rhine. 

Clarke and Others—The American Railway. 

Clarke’s Street Accident Law. 

Clarke on State Railroad Commissions. 

Clark’s Studies in History, Economics ‘and Public Law. Standards of Reasonableness 
in Local Freight Discriminations. 

Clements’ Canadian Constitution. 

Clements’ Federal Supervision of Railroads. 

Cleveland and Powell—Railroad Finance. 

Cleveland and Powell—Railroad Promotion and Capitalization. 

Clifton and Grunaux—A New Dictionary of the French and English Languages. 

Clifton and Grunaux—Technological Dictionary, Hnglish, German, French. 

Clode’s Rating of Railways. 

Colson—Abrégé de la legislation des Chemins de Fer et Tramways. 

Commission Telephone Cases. ; 

Congdon’s Digest of Nova Scotia Reports. 

Connecticut—Reports of Railroads. 

Connor’s Report of the Working of American Railways. 

Constantineau on the de Facto Doctrine. 

Cooley on the American Railway—Its Construction, Development, Management, and 
Appliances. : : 

Cooley on Taxation. 

Copnall—A Practical Guide to the Administration of Highway Law. 

Cowles—A General Freight and Passenger Post. 

Coutlee’s Digest of Supreme Court Reports. 

Criminal Code. 

Croswell on the Law Relating to Electricity. 

Curran—Freight Rates Studies in Rate Construction. 

Currier’s Railway Legislation of the Dominion of Canada. 

Cyclopedia of Law and Procedure. 


Dagger on Telephone Systems—The Ontario Telephone Act. 
Daggett—Railroad Re-organization, 

Dale and Lehmann’s English Over-ruled cases. 

Daniell’s Chancery Forms. 


- Darlington’s Railway and Canal Traffic Acts. 


Darlington on Railway Rates. 
Daviel—Des Cours d’Eau. 
Denton’s Municipal Negligence (Highways. ) 
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Dewsnup on Railway Organization and Working. 

Dictionary of Altitudes in Canada. 

Directory of Railway Officials. 

Disney’s Carriage by Railway. 

Dodd’s Law of Light Railways. 

Doherty—Liability of Railroads to State Employees. 

Dorsey—English and American Railroads compared. 

Douglas—The Influence of the Railroads of the United States and Canada on the 
Mineral Industry. 

Drinker’s Interstate Commerce Act. Supplement. 

Droege—Freight Terminals and Trains. 

Duff on Merchant’s Bank and Railroad Bookkeeping. 

Dunn’s American Transportation Question. 


Eaton on Railroad Operations. How to Know them. 
Eddy on Combinations. 

Edward’s Railway Nationalization. 

Elliott—The A. B. C. of Railroad Signalling. 
Elliott—The Individual; the Corporation and the Government. 
Elliott—Minnesota. The Railways and Advertising. 
Elliott on Railroads. 

Elliott on Roads and Streets. 

Bncyclopedia Brittanica. 

Encyclopedia of the Laws of England. 

Endlich on Statutes. 

English Law Reports. 

English Law Reports Digest. 

English Reports (reprints. ) 

English Ruling Cases, 26 vols. Supplements vol. 27. 
Exchequer Court Reports. 


Ewart’s Digest of Manitoba Law Reports. 

Farnham—wWaters and Water Rights. 

Fetter’s Carriers of Passengers. 

Finch on Federal Anti-Trust Divisions. 

Florida—Annual Reports of the Railroad Commission. 

Forney’s Catechism of the Locomotive. 

Foster on Engineering Valuation of Public Utilities and Factories. 
Georgia—Railroad Commission Annual Reports. 


Gephart on Transportation and Industrial Development in the Middle West. 
Gilbert’s Street Railway Reports. 

Gillette’s Hand Book of Cost Data. 

Glen on Highways. 

Goodeve—Railway Passengers. 

Gould on Waters. 

Gray’s Communication by Telegraph, 

Greene on Highways. 

Grierson—Railway Rates English and Foreign. 


Hadley’s Railway Transportation. 

Hadley on Railway Working and Appliances. 

Haines’ American Railway Management. 

Haines on Railway Corporations as Public Servants. 
Haines’ Restrictive Railway Legislation. 

Hamilton’s Railroad Laws of New York . 

Hamilton’s Railway and other Accidents. 

Hamlin’s Interstate Commerce Acts Indexed and Digested. 
Hammond’s Railway Rate Theories of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
Hardeastle’s Statute Law. 

Hatfield’s Lectures on Commerce. 

Hay, jr.—The Law of Railway Accidents in, Massachusetts. 
Hemmeon’s History of the British Post Office. 

Henderson on Ditches and Water Courses. 

Henderson on Locomotive Operation. 

Hendrick’s Railway Control by Commissions. 

High on Injunctions. 

Hitt’s Electric Railway Dictionary. 

Hodges on Railways by J. M. Lely. 

Hodgin’s Dominion and Provincial Legislation. 

Holmested and Langton’s Ontario Judicature Act. 

Holmested and Langton’s Forms and Precedents. 

Holt’s Canadian Railway Law. 

Hopkins on the Law of Personal Injuries. 

Hudson on Compensation. 4 
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Hutchinson's Carriers. 
Hutchinson on Carriers. 2nd Ed. Mechem. 


Illinois Railroad and Warehouse Commission Special Report, 1902-6. 

Illinois Railroad and Warehouse Commission Annual Reports. 

Imperial Statutes, 1876. 

Index of Cases Reported in Law Reports. 

Index to Quebec Official Reports. 

Indiana Railroad Commission Annual Reports. 

Interstate Commerce Commission Reports. 

Interstate Commerce Commission First Annual Report of the Statistics of Express 
Companies in the United States, 1909. 

Interstate Commerce Reports. 

Ivatts’ Railway Management. 

Interstate Commerce Act as amended (1912.) State Public Utility Laws, Federat 
and State Court Decisions, Interstate Commerce Laws. 


Jackman’s Freight Rates and Classifications. 

Jevons on the State in relation to Labour. 

Johnson on American~Railway Transportation. 

Johnson & Huebner—Railroad Traffic and Rates. 

Johnson—Ocean and Inland Water Transportation. 

Jones’ Telegraph and Telegraph Companies. 

Joy—Toll Telephone Practice. 

Joyce on Electric Law. 

Judgment of the Board Relating to Express Companies in Canada. 
Judson on Interstate Commerce. 


Kant’s Index to cases Judically Noticed in the Law Reports. 
Keasbey—Electric Wires. 

Kerr on Injunctions. 

Kirkman on the Science of Railways. 


Lafieur’s Conflict of Laws. 

Langelier’s Cours de Droit Civil. 

Langelier—De la Preuve. 

Langstroth & Stilz—Railway Co-operation. 

Larombiere. 

Latimer’s Railway Signalling in Theory and Practice. 

Laurent’s Droit Civil. 

Law Reports Digest. 

Law Times Reports. 

Law Times Reports General Index. 

Lefroy on Legislative Power in Canada. 

Legal Mews. 

Leggett on Bills of Lading. 

Lewis’ American Railroad and Corporation Reports. 

Lewis’ Eminent Domain. 

Lewis Sutherland on Statutory Construction. 

Littre et Beaujeu—Dictionaire de la langue Francaise avec un Supplement d'Histoire et 
de Geographie. 

Louisiana Railroad Commission Reports. 

Lovell’s Compendium. 

Lovell’s Gazetteer of the Dominion of Canada. 

Lower Canada Jurists. 

Lower Canada Reports. 

Lust and Merriam—Digest of Decisions under the Interstate Commerce Act. 


MacBeth—The Rationale of Rates. 

MacMillan & Gutches—Forest Products of Canada. 

MacMurechy & Dennison’s Canadian Raiway Act, Annotated. 
MacMurchy and Dennison’s Canadian Railway Cases. 
MacMurchy and Dennison’s Railway Law of Canada. 
Macnamara’s Law of Carriers. 

Maine Commissioner of Highways Annual Reports. 

Manitoba Law Reports. 

Manitoba Reports—Temp. Wood. 

Manitoba Statutes, 1871-1912. Revised Statutes, 1891 and 1902. 
Mann—Massachusetts Railroad and Railway Laws. 

Manual Railway and Signal Association. 

Marriott—The Fixing of Rates and Fares. 

Maryland Bureau of Statistics and Information Annual Report 1916. 
Massachusetts Railroad Commissioners Annual Reports. 
Masters’ Supreme Court Practice. 

Mathieu’s Code Civil de la Province de Quebec. 
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Mayne on Damages. 

Maxwell on Statutes. 

McDermot on Railways. 

McLean—Georgian Bay Canal. 

MeNicol’ American Telegraph Practice. 

McPherson & Clarke’s Law of Mines. 

McPherson on Railroad Freight Rates in Relation to the Industry and Commerce of 
the United States. 

McPherson on Transportation in Europe. 

McPherson on the Working of the Railroads. 

Merritt’s Federal Regulation of Railway Rates. 

Mews’ Digest of English Case Law, 16 vols. and Annual Supplements, 1898-1913. 

Meyer’s British State Telegraphs. 

Meyer’s Goverment Regulation of Railway Rates. 

Meyer on Municipal Ownership in Great Britain. 

Meyer on Public Ownership and the Telephone in Great Britain. 

Meyer’s Railway Legislation in the United States. 

Michigan Railroad Laws. 

Michigan Commissioner of Railroads Reports. 

Mignault. 

Mills on Our Inland Seas, Their Shipping and Commerce for Three Centuries. 

Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commission Reports. 

Mississippi Railroad Commissioner’s Reports. 

Missouri Railroad & Warehouse Commissioners’ Reports. 

Moulton on Waterways v. Railways. 

Montreal Directory. 

Montreal Law Reports. Digest by Saint Cyr. 

Montreal Street Railway Company’s Annual Report, 1909. 

Moody’s Analyses of Railroad Investments, 1912. 

Moody—How to analyze Railroad Reports. 

Moore on Carriers. 

Morris on Railroad Administration. 

Mossop’s Railway Operating Statistics. 

Murray’s English Dictionary. } } 


Nebraska Railway Commission Annual Reports. 

Nebraska Laws Relating to Railroads and other Common Carriers. Nebraska Scate 
Railway Commission. : 

Nellis on Street Railroad Accident Law. 

Nellis—Street Service Railroads. 

Nelson on the Anatomy of Railroad Reports. 

Nelson—Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Nevada Railroad Commission Annual Reports. 

Nevada Public Service Commission Report, 1912. 

New Brunswick Board of Commissioners Public Utilities Report. 

New Brunswick Equity Reports. 

New Brunswick Reports. 

New Brunswick Statutes 1867-1912. Consolidated Statutes, 1877 and 1903. 

Newcombe—Railway Economics. 

Newcombe on Work of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

New Jersey Board of Public Utility Commissioner’s Reports. 

New Jersey Board of Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

New York Public Service Commission Reports. 

New York Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

New York Railroad Commissioners’ Reports. 

Nichol’s English Railway and Canal Cases. 

North Carolina State Tax Commission Reports. 

North West Territories Ordinances, 1878-1905. 

Nova Scotia Judicature Act, 1900. ; 

Nova Scotia Reports, 45 vols. 

Nova Scotia Statutes, 1865-1912. Revised Statutes, 1871, 1884, and 1900. 

Noyes on American Railroad Rates. 

Nutts’ Technological Dictionary, French, German, English. 


O’Brien’s Conveyancer. 

Official Postal Guide of Canada. 

Oklahoma Corporation Commission Reports. 
Ontario Digest Case Law. Supplement. 
Ontario Gazetteer and Business Directory. 
Ontario and Upper Canada Reports. 

Ontario Law Reports Index of Cases. 

Ontario Law Reports Digest of Cases. 

Ontario Railway Digest. 

Ontario Railway and Municipal Board Reports. 
Ontario Statutes, 1867-1913. Revised Statutes, 1877, 1887, and 1897. 
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Oregon Railroad Commission Reports. 
Ottawa Directory. 
Oxley’s Light Railways. 


Paine on the Law of Bailments. 

Paish on the British Railway Position. 

Parsons on the Heart of the Railroad Problem. 

Parsons on Railway Companies and Passengers. 

Patterson’s Railway Accident Law. 

Pease on the Freight Transportation of Trolley Lines. 

Pennsylvania State Railroad Commission Reports. 

Petition of the Merchants’ Association of New York, et al, before the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, in relation to Express Service, Rates, Regulations and 
Practices. 

Pierce’s Digest of Decisions under the Act to Regulate Commerce, 1887-1908. 

Piggot’s Imperial Statutes. 

Pim on the Railways and the State. 

Pollock’s Bill of Lading Exceptions. 

Poor’s Manual of Railroads, 

Postal Guide of Canada. 

Pratt’s American Railways. 

Pratt on Canals and Traders. 

Pratt on German vs. English Railways. = 

Pratt & MacKenzie on Highways. 

Pratt on a History of Inland Transport and Communication in England. 

Pratt on Railways and their Rates. 

Prentice—Federal Powers over Carriers and Corporations. 

Prince Edward Island Reports. 

Prince Edward Island Statutes, 1867-1912. 

Proctor on the Drainage Acts, 1908, Ontario, Manitoba and British Columbia. 


Quebec Law Reports. 
Quebec Public Utilities’ Commission Annual Reports. 
Quebec Statutes, 1868-1912. Revised Statutes, 1888, 1889, and 1909. 


Railway Signal Association 1909 Proceedings. 
Railway Statistics of Canada. 

Railway Statistics of the United States. 

Railways in the United States. 

Ramsay and Morin’s Reports. 

Rapalje’s Digest of American Decisions and Reports. 
Rapalje & Mack’s Digest of Railway Law, 8 vols. 
Raper’s Railway Transportation. 

Rapports Judiciaires Officiels de Quebec. 

Ray’s Negligence of Imposed Duties—Passenger Carriers. Freight Carriers. 
Redfield on the Law of Railways. 

Redman’s Arbitration and Awards. 

Redman on the Law of Railway Carriers. 

Reese on Ultra Vires. 

Revue de Jurisprudence. 

Revue Legale. 

Rhode Island Public Utilities Commission Annual Reports. 
Richards—Conservation of Men. 

Richardson & Hook’s American Street Railway Decisions. 
Richards & Soper on Compensation. 

Ripley on the Railroads and the People. 
Ripley—Railroads, Rates and Regulations. 

Ripley’s Railway Problems. 

Robertson on Tramways. 

Robinson & Joseph’s Law and Equity Digest. 
Roscoe’s Nisi Prius. 

Ross on British Railways. 

Rover on Railroads. 

Russell on Arbitration. 

Russell & Bayley’s Indian Railways Act, 1890. 
Russell’s Equity Decisions of Nova Scotia, 


Saskatchewan Reports. 

Saskatchewan Statutes, 1906-1912. Revised Statutes, 1909. 

Sayings and Writings about the Railways. 

Schoulers’ Bailments and Carriers. 

Seott on Automatic Block Signals. 

Scott’s Law of Telegraphs. 

Scrutton’s Charter parties and Bills of Lading. 
Sellew on Steel Rails—Their History, Properties, Strength and Manufacture. 
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Seton on Decrees. 

Shaughnessy—Before the Interstate Commerce Commission. Long and Short Haul 
Provisions. ’ 

Shelton—The Lakes-to-the-Gulf Deep Waterway. 

Sirey’s Code Civil. 

Smith’s Organization of Ocean Commerce. 

Snyder on American Railways as Investments. 

Snyder’s Annotated Interstate Commerce Act and Federal Anti-Trust Laws. 

Sourdat. 

South Carolina Railroad Commission Reports. 

Statutes of Canada, 1867-1911. Revised Statutes, 1886, 1906. 

Statutes relating to the City of Toronto, 1894. 

Stephens’ Digest of Highway Cases. 

Stephens’ Quebec Digest. 

Sterne—Railways in the United States. 

Steven’s Digest of New Brunswick Reports. 

Stewart’s Index to Dominion and Provincial Statutes. 

Stickney on the Railway Problem. 

Streets’ Foundations of Legal Liability. 

Strombeck—Freight Classification. 

Stroud’s Judicial Dictionary. 

Suffern & Son—Railroad Operating Costs. 

Supreme Court of Canada Reports. 

Sutherland on Damages. 


Talbot—The Making of a Great Canadian Railway. 
Talbot and Fort’s English Citations. 

Talbot’s Railway Conquest of the World. 

Taschereau on the Criminal Code. 

Taschereau’s These du Cas Fortuit. 

Taylor on Evidence. 

Temiskaming & Northern Ontario Railway Commission Annual Reports. 
Territories Law Reports. 

Texas Railroad Commission Reports. 

La Themis. 

Theoret’s Code de Procedure Civile, Montreal. 
Thompson’s Law of Electricity. 

Thornton on Railroad Fences and Private Crossings. 
Tiedeman’s Municipal Corporations in the United States. 
Toronto Directory. 


United States Supreme Court. Reports. Digest. 


Van Zile—Bailments and Carriers. 

Vaughan’s Index to the Railway Acts of Canada, 1898. 

Vermont Public Service Commission Reports. 

Vermont Public Service Laws Compiled from the public statute and the Acts of the 
General Assembly at the Sessions of 1908 and 1910. ‘ 


Virginia State Corporation Commission Reports. 

Waghorn—tTraders and Railways. 

Washington on Progress and Prosperity. 

Webbs’ Economics of Railroad Construction. 

Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary. 

Weir’s Assessment Law, Canada. 

Weld—Private Freight Cars and American Railways. 

Wellington on the Economic Theory of Railway. 

Wellington’s Economical Theory of Railway Location. 

Weyl on Passenger Traffic of Railways. 

Whitaker’s Almanac. 

Wigmore on Evidence. 

Wilson on Mechanical Railway Signalling. 

Wilson on Power Railway Signalling. 

Wilson—Safety of British Railways. 

Wisconsin Railroad Commission Reports. 

Woods’ Railway Law. 

Woodfall on Railway and Canal Traffic. 

Words and Phrases Judicially Defined. 

Wright’s Locomotive Dictionary, 1912. American Railway Master Mechanic's 
Association. 

Wyman on Public Service Corporations. 


Young’s Admiralty—Nova Scotia Reports. 
Yukon Territory Ordinances, 1903-1912. Consolidated Ordinances, 1902. 


REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONERS 381 


SESSIONAL PAFER No. 20c 


APPENDIX J. 


SrareMENt showing applications made to the Board under the various sections of the 
Railway Act, for the year ending March 31, 1913. 


Obstruction to traffic.. at 
Accommodation for traffic.. 
Packing of frogs.. 

Accident reports.. 

Thistles and weeds.. 

Fires from locomotives. . 
By-Laws re tolls.. 

Equality in tolls.. os te 
‘Discrimination facilities. . 
Interswitching. . 5 
Freight classification. 
Forms of tariffs. Reto, 
Disallowance of tariffs. . 
Standard freight tariffs. . 
Standard passenger tariffs.. 
Local passenger tariffs. . 
Adjustment in rates... .. 
Special tariffs. . 

Joint tariffs. . re bons 
Provision for carriage. . 


. . Section 279.. - 

.. Section 284.. 

.. Section 285.. .. 

.. Sections 292-293. 

p Sectionieco Ol i. a 

.. Sections 297-298.. 
_ Section, 3014-7) 2. 6. 

Sections 315-320.. 

Pe SSCHOMNRS iiss eee 
. Sections 317-334.. 


Section 321. 


.. Sections 322- “339, , 
.. Section 3238. . 
.. Section 327... 3 
. Section 331.. 
.. Sections 329-332.. 
.. Section 335. 
, Sections 340- 242. 


No. 

Rescinding of orders.. .. Sections 29.. . 22 
Rules and regulations. . .. Sections 30- 269- '307- 313. 3 
Extension of time.. .. Sections 50. A : 13 
Location of line.. .. Sections 157- 168. 115 
Route map. A .. Section 157.. 54 
Correction of plans. . .. Section 162.. 10 
Railway, as constructed. .. Section 164.. 37 
Deviation of line.. . Section 167.. .. 144 
Mines and minerals... .. .. Sections 169-171.. 3 
Expropriation of lands. . . Sections 172-191.. 58 
Appeals to Supreme Court. . SF ete RL ROE eee eC 53 
Branch lines of railway.. . Sections 221-226.. 513 
Railway crossings and junctions. ..- Sections 227-229.. 227 
Interlocking appliances. : ..- Section 227. ; ae f 
Highway crossings. . .. Sections 235- 1243. nie 1,329 
Highway diversions. .. section 237.. ‘ 80 
Protection at crossings. . .. Section 248.. 138 
Telegraph and telephone connections. .. Section 245.. 3 
Telegraph wire crossings. ; .. Section 246.. z( 
Telephone wire crossings. . ; .. Section 246.. 10 
Power wire crossings. . .. Section 246.. .. 36 
Telephone agreement.. .. Section 248.. 18 
Water pipes.. x .. Section 250.. 7 
Gas pipes.. .. Section 250.. 1 
Sewers. . .. Section 250.. 14 
Culverts. .. Section 250. i 4 
Farm crossings. tarts : .. Sections 252- 253.. 23 
Protection at farm crossings. .. Sections 252-253.. 3 
Cattle-guards.. .. . Sections 254-255. 15 
Fencing of right of way. Ae NeSection 254-1 cme 5 
Constructions, navigable ‘waters. .. Sections 230-234.. 12 
Interlocking at ee aes HerSectionnc lon eee 4 
' Bridges. . a .. Sections 256- 257. 424 
Tunnels. .. Sections 256-257.. . 7 
Stations. . . Section 258.. .. 291 
Condition of stations. abled PP rcs Mee 1 
Station accommodation and | agents: hie a 
Condition of round-house. 3 Ph erent ak ei et a 5 
Opening of railway.. .. Section 261.. 86 
Condition of railway.. .. Section 262.. . 29 
Rolling stock.. .. Sections 264- 268. 10 
Train service. . rhs a 35 
Working of trains... ; Section "269. a 
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Ne 
Discrimination in express rates.. .. .. .. ..Section 348. a oe 
Hixpress tollsas. Us a Sal pon okiewed «cb on ie cog OCHONSmOgse 354. - 2 
Carriage by express. wm eh nGetale Lube "se iteall oe SOCTIONERS Bre Trcic atae) Ferree ea ean ata a 22° 
Amalgamation agreement. A Rad Sere Eo ee OR  CCLLONIG 361-363. kh ree tity Cre ea: 10 
Trafic: apreement..) 4c sc edhe fon ek nee ee Re DCCUIONs OG Aenea adh, Coton & TE Came ees 3 
Inquiries... .. .. atl ee ST 


Requests... .. . er Ace cc ae Se te ee ee 
Informal complaints. . ee ee ee ee Mn DH PN eis) ir re LS cee te os Be 909 
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APPENDIX K. 


List of Cases appealed to the Supreme Court from February 1, 1904, to March’ 
31, 1913. ; 


1.—File 1114. Montreal Terminal Railway vs. Montreal Street Railway, Pius 1X 
Avenue crossing. Appeal from order of the Deputy Chief Commissioner and Commis- 
sioner Mills on question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 
2.—File 1492. James Bay Railway vs. Grand Trunk Railway crossing Belt Line 
spur. Appeal to the Supreme Court on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 
3.—File 383. Canada Atlantic Railway, Ottawa Electric Railway and city of 
Ottawa re Bank Street subway. Appeal of the Ottawa Electric Railway on question 
of law. Appeal dismissed. 
4,—File 588. Re Toronto Union Station, A. R. Williams expropriation. Appeal 
to the Supreme Court and then to the Privy Council, England, on question of juris- 
diction. Appeal dismissed. 
5.—File 1604. Case 1809. Robinson vs. Grand Trunk Railway two-cent rate. 
Appeal to the Supreme Court and then to the Privy Council, on question of law. 
Appeal dismissed. ; 
6.—File 689. Canadian Pacific Railway vs. Grand Trunk Railway re branch 
line, London, Ont. Grand Trunk Railway Company appeal to Supreme Court on 
_ question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 
7.—Case 1680. Essex Terminal and W.E. & L.S.R.R. crossing. Township of 
Sandwich. Appeal by the Essex Terminal Railway to the Supreme Court on question 
of law. Appeal dismissed. 
8.—File 1497. T. D. Robinson and Canadian Northern Railway spur at Winni- 
peg. Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on 
question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 
_ 9—File 9527. Montreal Street Railway re rates, Mount Royal ward. Appeal 
_by the Montreal Street Railway to the Supreme Court of Canada on question of 
jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 
10.—File 8644. Case 4719. Re Agriculture Department, province of Ontario and 
Grand Trunk Railway Company station at Vineland. Appeal to the Supreme Court 
of Canada by the railway company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 
11.—Case 3322. Re Toronto viaduct. Appeal to the Supreme Court by the 
Canadian Pacific Railway Company on question of law. Appeal dismissed. 
12.—Case 4813. Re fencing and cattle guards. Order No. 7473. Appeal to the 
Supreme Court by the Canadian Northern Railway Company on question of jurisdic- 
tion. Appeal allowed in part. 
“13.—File 9351. Case 4492. City of Toronto and Grand Trunk Railway and 
- Canadian Pacific Railway Companies re commutation tickets. Stated case to the 
le Supreme Court by city of Toronto on question of law. 
14.File 5999. Case 3545. Re city of Ottawa and county of Carleton, Rich- 
mond Road viaduct. Appeal by county of Carleton, on question of jurisdiction. 
_ Appeal dismissed. ; ; 
bi, 15.—File 13079. Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Northern Ontario Rail- 
"way spur, township of Scarboro. Appeal to the Supreme Court by Grand Trunk Rail- 
way Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal dismissed. 
4 16.—File 7529. Case 3269. Grand Trunk Railway and British American Oil 
. Company, oil rate. Appeal to the Supreme Court by Grand Trunk Railway Company 


id on question of law. Stands for judgment. 


: 
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17.—File 1519. Grand Trunk Pacific Railway and Fort William re location. 
Appeal by Grand Trunk Pacific to the Supreme Court of Canada, on question of juris- 
diction. Stands for judgment. 

18.—File 11965. Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto railway and Davy. 
Appeal to the Supreme Court by the Niagara, St. Catharines and Toronto Railway 
Company on question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

19.—File 9527. Montreal Street Railway re rates, Mount Royal ward. Appeal 
by the Montreal Park & Island Railway Company, to the Supreme Court of Canada 
on the question of jurisdiction. Appeal allowed. 

20.—File 10912. Application of the Canadian Northern Railway Company, under 
section 237 of the Railway Act to cross certain streets in the city of Prince Albert, 
Sask., and Charles MacDonald. Not yet heard. . 

21.—File 16580. Clover Bar Coal Co. Ltd., and Wm. Humberstone, the Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Co., and the Clover Bar Sand and Gravel Co. Not yet heard. 

22.—File 12682. Regina Rate case. Not yet heard. 

23.—File 1487. Application of E. B. Chambers and W. R. G. Phair in connection 
with order of the Board No. 544, dated July 13, 1905, 7e C.P.R. location Molson-St. 
Boniface branch. Leave to appeal granted. 

24,—File 17963. Application of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for 
leave to appeal from judgment of the Board in regard to complaint of A. E. Purcell, 
of Saskatoon, Sask. Appeal dismissed with costs, judgment being confined to the 
particular circumstances at Saskatoon. ; 

25.—File 7529, case 8269. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany for leave to appeal from judgment of the Board on question of law in regard 
to British American Oil Case. Appeal dismissed with costs. 

26.—File 7529, Case 3269. Application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company 
for leave to appeal from judgment of the Board on question of jurisdiction of the 
Board in regard to British American Oil case. Appeal dismissed with costs. : 

27.—File 15330 and 15330.1. Application of the Grand Trunk and Canadian 
Pacific Railway Companies for leave to appeal upon the question of jurisdiction of 
the Board, in regard to order dated May 16, 1911, re Canadian Oil Co. Appeal 
dismissed with costs. 

28.—Applieation of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Company for leave to 
appeal from order No. 16701 of the Board, dated June 4, 1912, authorizing the city 
of Edmonton to cross with tracks and wires, etc., of its municipal owned electric 
street railway, the tracks of the Grand Trunk Pacific Railway Co., at Twenty-First 
street, Edmonton. File No. 19435. 

29.—Application of the Montreal Park and Island Railway Company, and Mont- 
veal Tramways Company, for leave to appeal against order of the Board No. 17082, 
dated July 20, 1912, allowing the Lachine, Jacques Cartier and Maisonneuve Railway 
Company to expropriate lands of the Montreal, Park and Island Railway Company. 
File No. 14829-9. 

30.—Application of the British Columbia Electric Railway Company, from order 
of the Board No. 17480, dated October 14, 1912, authorizing the city of Vancouver 
to construct Hastings, Pender, Keefer and Harris streets across the tracks of the 
Vancouver, Victoria and Eastern Railway and Navigation Co., in the city of Van- 
couver, B.C. File 20062. 

. List of cases appealed to the Governor in Council from February 1, 1904, to 

March 31, 1918. 

1.—File 399, Bay of Quinte Railway crossing Canadian Pacific Railway at Tweed. 
Appeal to the Governor in Council by the Bay of Quinte Railway. Order of the 
Board set aside and former order of the Railway Committee confirmed. 

2. File 1465, James Bay Railway vs. Grand Trunk Railway, crossing near Beaver- 


ton. James Bay Railway Company appeal to the Governor in Council. Appeal 
dismissed. 
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3.—File 1780. Re Chatham street crossings, Grand Trunk Railway Company. 
_ Appeal by Grand Trunk Railway to the Governor in Council. Appeal dismissed. 

; 4.—File 12992. Re Maniwaki branch of C.P.R. starting of trains from Ottawa. 
5.—File 2030. Re Tariffs of certain Yukon railways. (This was not: inclided 
in the report.) ; 

6.—File 12912. Park Avenue subway, town of St. Louis, Montreal and Canadian 
Pacifie Railway. p 

“7.—File 3452.30. Application of J. V. Rochester re Cameron Bay and Grand 
Trunk Pacific Railway Company. 

: 8.—File 17040. Lambton’to Weston spur and Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. 

_ 9—17716. Canadian Pacific Railway Company spur (Longue Pointe), through 
town of Maisonneuve. id 

10.—Files 18849, 18787. South Hazelton townsite and Grand Trunk Pacifie 
Railway Company. 

11.--File 3322. Toronto Viaduct case. 
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APPENDIX “L’ 


General Order No. 95. 

Upon the hearing of the matter at the sittings of the Board held in the city of 
Ottawa, June 18, 1912, the Grand Trunk Railway of Canada, the Canadian Pacific, 
the Canadian Northern, and Great Northern Railway Companies being represented 
by council at the hearing; and reading what has been filed on behalf of the respondent — 
railway companies, and the report and recommendation of the chief operating officer — 
of the Board :— 


It is ordered as follows :— 


Whenever a railway company subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, issues an 
embargo against any traflic, it shall, within forty-eight hours thereafter, file with 
the Board a copy of such embargo, with a statement of the conditions rendering 
such embargo necessary, the action required to remove such conditions, and the pro- 
bable time such embargo will be continued. And when such embargo is withdrawn 
or cancelled the company shall forthwith file with the Board a copy of such withdrawal 
or cancellation. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
~ November 2nd, 1912. 


General Order No. 96. 


In the matter of the specifications for highway crossing signals. 

In pursuance of the powers vested in it under sections 30 and 237 of the Railway 
Act, and of all other powers possessed by the Board in that behalf; upon the report 
of the chief engineer of the Board, and upon reading the comments of the represent-_ 
atives of railways and supply companies interested in the erection and maintenance 
of highway crossing signals. 


It is ordered :— 


1. That until further notice the specifications for signals at highway crossings 
are and shall be as follows :— 


,Post.—The signal must be placed upon a post of suitable structural ma- 
terial. If the post is made of wood, it must be of sound timber not less than 8 
by 8 inches and 18 feet long, and shall be firmly set in the ground to a depth 
of 4 feet. If it is made of iron or steel, it shall be not less than 4 inches in 
diameter, shall extend at least 12 feet above the ground, and shall be firmly 
bolted to a concrete or other foundation constructed below the frost line. 

Bell.—A bell which shall emit a clear, loud volume of sound under all 
weather conditiong must be used. 

Sien.—A sign shall be placed upon the same post as the bell, with the word 
“danger” upon it in letters not less than 6 inches in length, to be illuminated, 
so as to be plainly visible after sunset. There may be added to the post, if 
so desired, the railway crossing sign provided for by section 243 of the Rail- 
way Act. 
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Operation.—The bell and the illumination of the sign shall be controlled 
and operated automatically by the approach of trains, in such manner that only 
approaching trains shall operate the signal. 


2. That any order of the Board providing for the installation of a highway cross- 
ing signal and referring to “ Standard specifications for highway crossing signals ” 
be deemed as intended to be a reference to the specifications herein approved and 
adopted. ; 

3. That the said “Standard specifications for highway crossing signals” come into 
force the day of the date of this order, and apply to all highway crossing signals here- 
after installed. ; 

4, That the general order of the Board No. 12915, dated February 7, 1911, approy- 
ing specifications for the installation of electric bell signals at highway crossings be, 
and it is hereby, rescinded. 

DARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
November 11, 1912. 


File 1700.29. 
General Order No. 97. 
, In the matter of the application of the Canadian Pacific Railway Company, the 
Grand Trunk Railway Company, the Canadian Northern Railway Company, and 
the Michigan Central Railroad Company, on behalf of themselves and of other rail- 
way companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, for permission to inerease 
temporary the toll for car detention by shippers or consignees, with the object of 
minimizing the misuse of freight cars for storage purposes, and alleviating the car 
shortage and congestion of traffic. 

Upon the hearing of the application at the sitting of the Board held in the city 

of Ottawa on the 27th November, 1912, counsel and representatives appearing for the 
applicant railway companies, the Canadian Manufacturers’ Association, the Montreal 
and Toronto Boards of Trade, the Montreal Corn Exchange, the Dominion Millers’ 
Association, the Canadian Lumbermen’s Association, and others— 

It is ordered that, on the publication and filing of tariffs therefor, and for the 
period commencing the fifteenth day of December, 1912, and terminating the thirty- 
first day of March, 1913, both inclusive, the said applicant companies be, and they 
are hereby permitted to increase the car service or demurrage toll prescribed by the 
order of the Board No. 906, dated the 25th day of January, 1906, from one dollar a day 

_ to two dollars a day for the first twenty-four hours, or any part thereof, and to three 
dollars a day for each succeeding twenty-four hours, or any part thereof, for delay 

‘beyond the free time allowed by the said order for loading or unloading cars; pro- 
| vided that this order shall not apply to cars held in transit at stop-over points under 


_ published tariffs filed with the Board. 
D’ARCY SCOTT, 


Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
November 30, 1912. 


Application of railway companies for order permitting a temporary increase of. 
demurrage charges. 


Heard at Ottawa, November 27, 1912. 


Assistant Chief Commissioner : 
The railway companies under the jurisdiction of the Board apply for a temporary 
‘increase of the demurrage charges permitted under the Canadian Car Service Rules, 
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from $1 per day beyond the free time, to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, $3 for the 
second twenty-four hours, and $4 for the third and succeeding twenty-four hours, of 
ear detention after the free time allowed by the rules. 

It cannot be denied that a car shortage equal to, if not greater than, that of last 
year is imminent; and unless some steps are taken to secure an adequate supply of 
ears, traffic will be seriously handicapped during the approaching winter and spring 
until the opening of navigation. Evidence was submitted to the Board by the appli- 
eants showing an unreasonable detention of a large number of cars at many of the 
principal trattie centres of the country. It is urged by the railway companies that the 
unnecessary detention of cars by shippers and consignees not only handicaps the rail- 
way companies by depriving them of cars which would otherwise be available for traftic, 
but also causes conjestion by blocking team tracks and private sidings in terminals. 
It is also contended that at least 50 per cent of what is called railway detentions, that 
is, the unnecessary holding of cars in terminals by the railway companies, is due to the 
blocking of these terminals by the unnecessary detention of cars by shippers and 
consignees. 

The Board is fully alive to the very unsatisfactory methods adopted by some of 
the railway companies for the handling of freight traffic. It has had its expert 
officials examine and report on the terminal and transportation facilities of the rail- 
way companies for some time. It has had the railway companies and the representa- 
tives of the shippers before it, and has discussed with the former the necessity for 
increasing the facilities and rolling stock of the railways, in order to overcome the 
unsatisfactory condition of affairs; and the railway companies are, undoubtedly, 
making an honest effort to relieve the conjested condition of freight traffic, by in- 
creasing their facilities in the way of enlarging their yards, double-tracking, pro- 
viding more cars, and adding to their motive power. 

We are all thankful to realize that the traffic of the country is increasing at a 
far greater rate than was anticipated but a few years ago. 

I believe there is much yet for the railways to do to equip themselves to handie 
the business of the country properly; but, as I have said before, I am satisfied that 
they are making an honest effort to do so, and‘they now ask, in a time of congestion 
of traffic, that those whose merchandise they carry do what they can to assist by load- 
ing and unloading ears as promptly as possible, in order that they may be available 
for the use of shippers. 

The practice of consignees holding cars and using them for storage or warehouse 
purposes undoubtedly exists. In many cases it is cheaper for a consignee to pay $1 a 
day demurrage and use the car as a warehouse, than to unload the car promptly and 
store his goods in some other place. Many merchants and traders whose business has 
materially increased within the last few years, have not sufficient shed capacity to 
take care of their goods. 

The applicants, in order to induce prompt release of cars, ask that the demurrage 
charges be so increased that, because of the expense of holding a car beyond the free 
time, shippers and consignees will be prompted to load and unload ears with the 
utmost despatch. 

The object of Car Service Rules is not to supply revenue for the railway com- 
panies, but to insure prompt release of cars that they may be available for other ship- 
pers. The $1 for each twenty-four hours’ detention over the free time is apparently 
not a sufficient inducement to secure the prompt release of cars in many cases; and 
I am of the opinion that temporarily, during the present shortage of cars, the demur- 
rage charge should be so increased as to insure the prompt release of cars in all 
cases, 

When a congestion occurred some time ago on the Ontario Government Railwa 
(T. & N. O.) the demurrage charge imposed by the Government was increased fro: 
$1 to $3; and, from the uncontroverted evidence submitted to the Board, it proved 
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te 
_ to be beneficial in securing a more prompt release of cars. The Pacific Car Service 
_ Bureau, having jurisdiction in the State of California, made a protracted experiment 
_ by increasing demurrage charges gradually from $1 to $6 per day over the free time; 
and it has recently fixed the rate at $3 per day as being the most satisfactory amount. 

Being of the opinion that the railway companies have made out a good ease for 
a temporary increase of demurrage charges, I have come to the conclusion, bearing 
in mind the facts above stated, that the increase should not exceed a maximum of 
$3; I would increase the charge to $2 for the first twenty-four hours, and $3 for each 

- subseqtient twenty-four hours, beyond the free time as provided in our Car Service 
Rules. 

ps The railway companies are on record as stating that if they get this temporary 
increase, which I think should be granted, there will be very little congestion, and 
few, if any, delays in the placing of cars. It will now be incumbent upon them to carry 
out their undertaking. This temporary increase in demurrage charges may be taken asa 
substantial contribution by the shipping public towards the relief of the difficulties. 
and it will be for the railway companies to do the rest. Unless greater effort is made by 
the railway companies, with the view of more prompt transportation and handling 
of traffic, I do not-believe that the increase in the demurrage charges will make any 
substantial difference. 

There is almost a unaninimity of opinion among the shipping public that they 
‘would cheerfully consent to the increase in demurrage charges if a measure of reci- 
_procal demurrage was made effective at the same time; that is, if the railway com- 

panies would pay a per diem allowance to the shipper, or consignee, for unreasonable 
delays in the delivery of cars on the part of railway companies. That is a matter 
with which we cannot deal in this application. It was brought to the attention of 
} the Board at a sitting in Winnipeg, in July last, and is, I believe, now being con- 
sidered by the Chief Commissioner and Mr. Commissioner McLean on their present 
western trip; and it cannot be disposed of without hearing in the East, where a number 

of shippers desire. to be heard on the subject. In disposing of the question of reci- 
procal demurrage, the Board will, of course, consider what, if any, effect this tempor- 
ary increase in the demurrage charges may have upon that question; but I see no 
_ reason why the present application should be delayed on that account. 

I therefore think an order should go granting a temporary increase in the demur- 
rage charges as mentioned above, to become effective on the 15th December next, and 
continue until the ist April next; when, unless otherwise ordered by the Board, the 
old charge of $1 per day will be restored. I have made the eftective date December 

15, so as to give the shippers and consignees two weeks’ notice. 

It was pointed out to us at the hearing yesterday that the charges permitted for 
stop-over privileges at Cartier and other points throughout Canada were based upon 
the present demurrage charges; and that, unless otherwise ordered by the Board, an 

increase in demurrage charges might result in an increase of stop-over charges. There 
‘should be no increase in stop-over charges; and provisions to that effect should he 
incorporated in the order. 
DARCY -SCOTT: 

In Assistant Chief Commissioner. 

|Orrawa, November 28, 1912. 


‘General Order No. 98. 

i Upon the hearing of certain of the applications at the sittings ot the Board held 
at Ottawa on July 3, 1912, and at Toronto on September 28, 1912, in the presence of 
counsel for and representatives of the applicants and the railway companies, and what 
was alleged: and upon the report and recommendation of the chief traffic officer of 


he Board. 
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It is ordered that, until further ordered by the Board, upon the receipt of reason- 
able notice from the shipper, or shippers, that such is or are required, railway com- 
panies, subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, operating in Eastern Canada, which 
own refrigerator cars, and according to their respective powers, furnish to any shipper, 
or combination of shippers, a heated refrigerator car or cars, for the carriage, during 
cold weather, of fruit, vegetables and eggs, tn less than carload quantities, the same 
to be carted by the shipper, and loaded in the car by the shipper, or shippers, in the 
order in which the shipments are to be unloaded: Provided that under this order the 
carrier be not required— 

(a) To accept shipments necessitating more than five openings of any such car 
for unloading purposes. 

(b) To furnish heated cars for transhipments from the original car for destina- 
tions off the route of the said ear. 

(c) To accept less than a total weight of 12,000 pounds in any such ear, or a less 
ageregate amount in freight charges than for 12,000 pounds distributed pro ratably 
over the various shipments in any car. 

(d) To accept such shipments unless the freight charges are prepaid. 

(e) To assume liability for loss or damage to the property by frost; (1) while in- 
the car, if caused by the opening of the car for loading or unloading purposes; or 
(2) after it has been unloaded from the car. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
December 6, 1912. 


General Order No. 99. 


Upon the hearing of the matter at the adjourned sittings of the Board held in 
Ottawa, December 17; 1912, in the presence of counsel for and representatives of a 
majority of the railway companies interested; counsel for and the representatives of 
the Hendrie Cartage Company; and the representatives of the Canadian Manufac- 
turers’ Association, the Boards of Trade of Montreal and Toronto, and the Ontario 
Wholesale Grocers’ Guild; the evidence adduced, and what was alleged; and the read- 
ing of what has been filed— 

It is ordered that the special tariffs of the railway companies, the effective dates 
of which were postponed to and including the 31st day of December, 1912, by the 
orders of the Board Nos. 17911, 18088 and 18153, dated respectively the 6th, 21st, and 
30th days of November, 1912, be, and they are hereby, disallowed; and that, in lieu 
thereof the railway (or railroad) companies may publish and file, and make effective 
on statutory notice, special tariffs of tolls chargeable for cartage at those points in 
Eastern Canada where cartage services are rendered by the said companies, or their 
agents, which shall not exceed two and one-half cents per 100 pounds; provided that a 
minimum toll may be charged and collected for the cartage of any single complete 
shipment; which minimum toll shall not exceed 15 cents. 


D’ARCY SCOTT, 
Assistant Chief Commissioner. 
December 18, 1912. 


General Order No. 100. File 1717.—Part 2. 


REGULATIONS FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF EXPLOSIVES. 


In the matter of the application of the Canadian Freight Association, on behalf 
of the railway companie3 operating in Canada, for the approval of the ‘ Regulations 
for the Transportation of Explosives.’ 
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Upon its appearing to the Board that the general public safety demands that 
the receiving, forwarding, and delivering of explosives by railway companies be pro- 
tected by special regulations; that it is desirable that such regulations, so far as pos- 
sible, be uniform with respect to shipments from a foreign country into or through 
Canada, or from Canada to a foreign country as well as within Canada; and that the- 
regulations submitted for approval are the same as those adopted by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, revised and modified to conform to the provisions of the Rail- 
way Act and the requirements in Canada; and in pursuance of the powers conferred - 
upon it by sections 26, 30, 286 and 287 of the Railway Act, and of all other powers 
possessed by the Board in that behalf— 


It is ordered: 

That the said regulations, attached hereto, marked ‘ A,’ certified by the Chief 
Commissioner of the Board, be and they are hereby prescribed for the observance of 
railway companies within the legislative authority of the Parliament of Canada which 
accept explosives for carriage; that the said regulations come into force the first day 
of March, 1918; and that upon and after the said first day of March, 1913, the order 
of the Board No. 7881, dated August 27, 1909, be rescinded. 


HL, DRAYTON: 


Chief Commissioner. 
January 16, 1913. 


¢ AG 
GENERAL RULES. 


A. Unless specifically authorized by these regulations, explosives must not be packed 
in the same outside package with each other or with other articles. Explosives, when 
offered for shipment by rail, must be in proper condition for transportation and must 
be packed, marked, loaded, stayed and handled while in transit in accordance with 
these regulations. All packages in less than carload shipments must also be plainly 
marked on the outer covering or boxing (outside package) with the name and address 
of consignee. Empty boxes previously used for high explosives are dangerous and must 
not be again used for shipments of any character. Empty boxes which have been 
used for the shipment of other explosives than high explosives.must have the old marks 
thoroughly removed before being used for the shipment of other articles. Empty metal 
kegs which have been used for the shipment of black powder which was not contained in 
an interior package must not be again used for shipment of any explosive. 

To enable the carrier to provide proper cars at stations where less than carload 
shipments of the dangerous explosives named in paragraph 1661 are offered for loading 
by the carrier, the shipper must give to the carrier not less than 24 hours’ notice of his 
intention to offer such shipments, and state their destinations. 


B. Explosives, except such as are forbidden (see pars. 1501 and 1531 to 1536) may 


k be received for transportation, provided the following regulations aie complied with, 


and provided their method of manufacture and packing, so far as it affects safe 
transportation, is open to inspection by a duly authorized representative of the initial 
earrier, or of the Bureau of the Safe Transportation of Explosives and other Danger- 


ous Articles of the American Railway Association (hereinafter called the Bureau of 
_ Explosives) if he be so designated by the Canadian earrier. Shipments of explosives 


that do not comply with these regulations must not be received. Shipments offered 


by the Dominion Government may be packed, including limitations of weight, as 
required by its regulations, 


(. Before any shipment of explosives destined to a point beyond the lines ef the 
initial carrier is accepted frum the shipper, the initial carrier must ascertain that the 
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shipment can go forward via the route designated, and that delivery can be made at 
destination. To avoid unnecessary delays, arrangements must be made to furnish 
this information promptly to the initial carrier. Shipments offered by connecting 
lines must conform to these regulations. 

D. Consignee of explosives must remove the same from the carriers’ property 
within 48 hours after notice of arrival. (See par. 1672.) 


Tests FOR STRENGTH OF PACKAGE, 


#, When inexplosive material of equal weight is substituted (fine and dry sand 
for a granual explosive, dummy cartridges for high-explosive cartridges) and the 
outside package is dropped two times successively on its end to solid brick or con- 
crete from a height of four feet, the outside package must not open or rupture, nor 
must any portion of the contents escape therefrom. 

FP. In addition to standing the test in general rule E, the design and construc- 
tion of packages must be such as to prevent the occurrence in individual packages 
of defects that permit leakage of their contents under the ordinary conditions inci- 
dent to transportation, and must be constructed in accordance with any specifications 
applicable and approved by the Board of Railway Commissioners. The results of 
experience gained by an’ examination of packages on arrival at destination must be 
recorded by a duly authorized representative of the terminal carrier, or by the 
Bureau of Explosives, to the end that further use of any particular kind of package,. 
shown by experience to be inefficient, may be prohibited by the Board, even if it 
should stand the drop test prescribed’ by general rule E. ‘ 

G. Violations of those regulations, and accidents or explosions occurring in 
connection with the transportation or storage on railway property of explosives, must 
be reported by the carrier to the chief inspector, Bureau of Explosives, 30 Vesey 
street, New York city, and to the secretary of the Board of Railway Commissioners. 

Serious violations discovered in cars containing explosives (such as defective 
packing, improper staying, rough treatment of car, broken packages, ete.), with a 
statement of apparent cause, must be thus reported without delay. Clerical and 
routine errors should be noted and reported periodically to the chief inspector, 
Bureau of Explosives. 

All violations must be corrected before forwarding the car. 


GROUPING. 


II. For transportation purposes, explosives are divided into the following 

groups :— 

1. Forbidden explosives. 

2. Black powder. 
Tigh explosives. 
4. Smokeless powders. 
5. Fulminates. 
6. Ammunition. 
Fireworks. 


SECTION 1,—INFORMATION AND DEFINITIONS. 


Group 1—Forbidden Explosives. (See paragraphs 1531 to 1536). 
1501. The following are forbidden explosives: 


(a) Liquid ntiroglycerine. 


» 
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-(b) Dynamite containing over 60 per cent of nitroglycerine (except gelatine 
dynamite. ) 

(c) Dynamite having an unsatisfactory absorbent, or one that permits leakage 
of nitroglycerine under any conditions liable to exist during transportation or storage. 

(d) Nitro-cellulose in a dry condition, in quantity greater than ten (10) pounds 
in one exterior package. (See pars. 1555 to 1559). 

(e) Fulminate of mercury in bulk in a dry condition, and fulminates of all other 
metals in any condition, except as a component of manufactured articles, whose trans- 
portation is not forbidden herein. 

(f) Fireworks, that combine an explosive and a detonator or blasting cap. (See 
pars. 1515 and 1644.) 

(g) Fireworks that ignite spontaneously when subjected for 48 consecutive hours 
in the presence of moisture to the temperature of boiling water. 

(h) Firecrackers whose dimensions exceed 5 inches in length or three-quarters 
of an inch in diameter, or whose explosive charges exceed 45 grains each in weight. 

(7) Toy torpedoes or caps exceeding 14 inches in diameter, or containing more 
than an average of thirty-five hundredths of a grain of explosive composition per cap. 

(7) Fireworks that can be exploded “en masse” by a-commercial detonator placed 
in one of the un‘ts, or by the impact of a rifle bullet or otherwise. 

(‘) Fireworks containing a match tip or head, or similar igniting point or 
surface, unless each individual tip, head, or similar igniting point or surface is en- 
tirely covered and securely protected from accidental contact or friction with any 
other surface. 


1. Such articles may be shipped when packed, marked, and certified in accordance 
with these regulations and offered for shipment as high explosives. 


Group 2.—Black Powder—(See paragraphs 1541 to 1548). 


1502. Black powder embraces all explosives having a composition similar to that _ 
of ordinary gunpowder, such as carbonaceous material, sulphur, and a nitrate of 
sodium or potassium. This group includes rifle, sporting, blasting, cannon and the 
prismatic - powders. 


Group 3—High Exaplosives—(See paragraphs 1551 to 1560). 


1503. High explosives are all explosives more powerful than ordinary black pow- 
der, except smokeless powders and fulminates. Their distinguishing characteristics 1s 
their susceptibility to detonation by a commercial detonator or blasting cap. Many 
high explosives are sensitive to percussion and to friction. Examples of high ex- 
plosives are the dynamites, picric acid, picrates, chlorate powders and nitrate of 
ammonia powders. 


Group 4.—Smokeless Powders—(See paragraphs 1571 to 1579). 


1504. Smokeless powders are those explosives from which there is little or no 
smoke when fired. The group consists of smokeless powder for cannon, and smokeless 
powder for small arms. Smokeless powder for cannon used in the United States at 
the present time consists of a nitro-cellulose colloid, and is safe to handle and trans- 
port. Smokeless powders for small-arms may consist of nitro-cellulose, nitro-cellulose 
combined with nitro-glycerine, picrate mixtures, or chlorate mixtures. 
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Group 5.—Fulminate—(See paragraphs 1591 to 1598.) 


1505. This includes fulminate of mercury in bulk form—that. is, not made up 
into percussion caps, detonators, blasting caps, or-exploders. 


Group 6—Ammunition.—(See Paragraphs 1601 to 1622.) 


1506. Small-arms ammunition (such as is used in sporting or fowling pieces, 
or in rifle, pistol practice, ete.), consists usually of a paper or metallic shell, the 
primer and the powder charge, with or without shot or bullet, the materials necessary 
for one firing being all in one piece. 

1507. Ammunition for cannon embraces all fixed or separate loading ammuni- 
tion packed in a single package in which the projectile weights one pound or over, 
and is usually transported only for Government=use. When the component parts 
are packed in separate outside packages, such packages will be shipped as smokeless 
powder for cannon, explosive projectiles, empty (including solid) projectiles, primers 
or fuses. Igniters composed of black powder may be attached to packages in ship- 
ments of smokeless powder. 

1508. Explosive projectiles, or loaded shells for use in cannon, are not liable to 
be exploded. except by fire of considerable iutensity, and the flying fragments would 
then be very dangerous. o 

1509. Detonaters is the technical name for articles such as blasting caps, the 
use of which is to cause explosions of a high order, or “detonations.” This means 
the instantaneous conversion of the entire explosive into gas, instead of the gradual 
conversion known as “combustion.” Dynamite “detonates” and smokeless powder 
for cannon “ burns.” 

1510. Blasting caps contain from 5 to 50 grains of dry fulminate of mercury, 
or a similar substance, packed in a thin copper cup and fired by a slow-burning safety 
fuse. When a small “bridge” of fine wire is embedded in the fulminate, held by a 
sulphur cast, and arranged to fire the fulminate by heating the bridge by means of 
an electrie current, the cap is called an “ electric blasting cap.” 

1511. Detonating fuses are used to detonate the high explosive bursting charges 
of projectiles or torpedoes. In addition to a powerful detonator they may contain 
several ounces of a high explosive, such as picric acid, or dry nitro-cellulose, all 
assembled in a heavy steel envelope, the flying fragments of which, in case of explo- 
sion, would be very dangerous. From their careful design, manufacture, and pack- 
ing, detonating fuses are not liable to be exploded in transportation except by fire 
of considerable intensity. 

1512. Primers, percussion and time fuses are devices used to ignite the black 
powder bursting charges of projectiles, or the powder charges of ammunition. For 
small-arms ammunition the primers are usually called “small-arm” primers, or 
“percussion caps.” Percussion tracer fuses consist of a device which is attached 


to a projectile, and contains a slow-burning composition to-show the flight of projec: 
tiles at night. 


Group 7.—Fireworks.—(See paragraphs 1641 to 1647). 


1513. Fireworks include everything that is designed and manufactured primarily 
for the purpose of producing a visible or an audible pyrotechnic effect by combustion 
or by explosion. They consist of common fireworks and special fireworks. (See par. 
1501 (j) and footnote.) 

1514. Common fireworks include all that depend principally upon nitrates to. 
support combustion and not upon chlorates; that contain no phosphorus and no high 
explosive, sensitive to shock and friction; that produce their effect through colour 
display rather than by loud noises. If noise is the principal object, the units must 
be small and of such nature and manufacture that they will explode separately and 
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harmlessly, if at all, when one unit is ignited in a packing case. They must not be 
designed for ignition by shock or friction.. Examples are Chinese firecrackers, Roman 
candles, pin wheels, coloured fires, rockets, serpents, railway fuses, flash powders, ete. 

1515. Special fireworks include all that contain any quantity of phosphorus, a 
fulminate or other high explosive sensitive to shock or friction, or that contain units 
of such size that the explosion of one while being handled would produce a serious 
injury, or that require a special appliance or tool, mortar, holder, ete., for. their safe 
use, or that are designed for ignition by shock or friction. Examples are giant fire- 
crackers, bombs and salutes, not high explosives, top torpedoes and caps, ammunition 
pellets fired in a special holder, railway torpedoes, etc. 


SECTION II.—CONDITIONS OF ACCEPTANCE AND SHIPMENT OF PACKAGES. 


Group 1—Forbidden and Condemned Explosives. 


1531. Forbidden explosives, as defined in paragraph 1501, and explosives con- 
demned by the Bureau of Explosives (except properly repacked samples for labora- 
tory examination) must not be shipped. Samples of any new explosive must be 
examined and approved as safe for transportation by the Bureau of Explosives before 
shipments (except samples for this examination not exceeding 5 pounds net in 
weight) can be accepted. For this purpose a new explosive is defined to be the product 
of a new factory, or an explosive of an essentially new composition made by an old 
factory. 

1532. Leaking or damaged packages of explosives must not be shipped. Should 
any package of high explosives when offered for shipment show excessive dampness, 
or be mouldy, or’ show outward signs of any oily stain, or other indication that 
absorption of the liquid part of the explosive is not perfect, or that the amount of 
the liquid part is greater than the absorbent can carry, the packages must be refused 
in every. instance. The shipper must substantiate every claim that a stain is due 
to accidental contact with grease, oil, or similar substance. In case of doubt the 
package must be rejected. A shipment of leaking dynamite is liable to cause a 
disaster in spite of careful handling; and storage, especially in warm and damp 
magazines, tends to cause leakage. Carriers must, for these reasons, examine with 
more than usual care all packages that have been stored or are offered for shipment 
during the summer months. 


Repacking of Dynamite. 


1533. Condemned dynamite’ must not be repacked and shipped unless the re- 
packing is done by a competent person in the presence and with the consent of an 
inspector, or with the written authority of the chief inspector of the Bureau of 


Explosives. 
Disposition of Injured, Condemned and Stray Packages. 


1534. Packages found injured or broken in transit may be re-coopered when this 
is evidently practicable. and not dangerous. A broken box of dynamite that cannot 
be re-coopered should be reinforced with stout wrapping paper and twine, placed in 
another strong box, and surrounded by fine, dry sawdust, or dry and clean cotton 
waste, or elastic wads made from dry newspaper. A ruptured can or keg should be 
enclosed in a grain bag of good quality, and boxed or crated. Injured packages thus 
protected and properly marked may be forwardetl. 

1535. Condemned packages of leaking dynamite should (1) be returned imme- 
diately to shipper if at point of shipment; or (2) disposed of to a dealer in dynamite 
or other person who is competent and willing to remove them from railway property 
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if leakage is discovered while in transit; or (3) removed immediately by consignee if 
shipment is at destination. 

When disposition cannot be made as above, the leaking boxes must be packed in 
other boxes large enough to permit, and the leaking box must be surrounded by at 
least two inches of dry, fine sawdust, or dry and clean cotton waste, and be stored in 
station magazine, or other safe place, until arrival of the local inspector or other 
authorized person to sttperintend the destruction of the condemned material. 

1536. When name and address of consignee are known, an astray shipment must 
be forwarded to its destination by the most practicable route, provided a careful 
inspection shows the packages to be in proper condition for safe transportation. 
Revenue or other way-bill must be prepared on which must be written or stamped 
“‘Astray shipment, inspected at ————— station, ——————— railway, 
de age 

When a package in an astray shipment is not in proper condition for safe trans- 
portation (see paragraph 1534) or when name and address of consignee are unknown, 
disposition will be made as prescribed by paragraph 1535. ; 


Group 2.—Black Powder. 


1541. Packing.—Packages containing less than 123 pounds of rifle, sporting, 
blasting or cannon powders must be inclosed in a tight box, with the filling holes of 
the packages up, and the boxes must be marked on top, as prescribed by paragraph 
1544. 

1542. Twelve and one-half pounds, or over, of black powder must be packed in 
packages that comply with general rules E and F. Kegs less than 9 inches long must 
be boxed, as prescribed by paragraph 1541. ° 

1543. Wetght—Packages must not weigh over 150 pounds gross. 

1o44. Marking—KEach outside package must be plainly marked, stamped, or 
stencilled to show the kind: “Brack,” and the use, “ Buastine,” “ Rirue,’” “ Cannon,” 
“Mortar,” ete, as, “Brack Brasting Powprr,” “Brack Rirtz Powopsr,” ete. 
Additional marks, trade names, etc., may appear if desired by shipper. 

1545. Car—A car containing shipments of black powder in any quantity must 
be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666, % 


Group 3.—High Explosives. 


1551. High explosives consisting of a liquid mixed with an absorbent material 
must have the absorbent (wood pulp or similar material) in sufficient quantity and of 
satisfactory quality, properly dried at the time of mixing; nitrate of soda must be 
dried at the time of mixing to less than one per cent of moisture; and the ingredients 
must be uniformly mixed so that the liquid will remain thoroughly absorbed under 
the most unfavourable conditions incident to transportation. 

1552. Explosives containing nitroglycerine must have uniformity mixed with the ~ 
absorbent material a satisfactory antacid, which must be in quantity sufficient to have 
the acid neutralizing power of an amount of magnesium carbonate equal to 1 per cent 
of the nitroglycerine, ; 

1553. Packing—High explosives containing more than 10 per cent of nitro- 
glycerine must be made into cartridges not exceeding 4 inches in diameter or inches 
in Jength (does not apply to gelatine dynamite) and must not be packed in bags or 
sacks. Bags or sacks of high explosives containing not more than 10 per cent of 
nitroglycerine, and not over 123 pounds each of explosive must be shipped as 
cartridges, but these bags must be strong and must be placed in a box: with filling 
ends up. The covering of all cartridges consisting of paper or other material must 


he strong, and so treated that it will not absorb the liquid constituent of the 
explosive, 


~ 
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1554. All boxes in which cartridges containing nitroglycerine are packed must 
be lined with a suitable material that is impervious to liquid nitroglycerine. Card- 


board cartons, closed at the bottom, and made of strong and flexible material that is 


impervious to nitroglycerine form a satisfactory lining. At least one-quarter of an 
inch of dry sawdust or similar material must be spread over the bottom of the box 
before inserting the cartridges, and all the vacant space in the top must be filled 
with this material. The cartridges, except the bags or sacks authorized in para- 
graph 1553, must be so arranged in the boxes that when they are transported with 
the boxes top side up, all cartridges will lie on their sides and never on their ends. 

1555. Inside packages containing not more than one pound each of dry nitro- 
cellulose, wrapped in strong paraftined paper or other suitable spark-proof material, 
will be accepted for shipment if securely packed in an outside package that complies 
with requirements of paragraph 1557, and is marked as prescribed in paragraph 1559. 
Outside packages must not contain more than 10 pounds of dry nitro-cellulose. 

1556. High explosives containing no explosive liquid ingredient, and not having, 
with their normal percentage of moisture, a sensitiveness to percussion greater than 
measured by the blow delivered by an 8-pound weight dropping from a height of 5 
inches on a compressed pellet of the explosive three-hundredth of an inch in’ thick- 
ness and two-tenths of an inch in diameter held rigidly between hard steel surfaces, 
as in’ the standard impact-testing apparatus of the Bureau of Explosives, may be 
shipped when securely packed in bulk. Wooden boxes and kegs must be provided 
with suitable linings to prevent leakage. These explosives may also be packed in 
cartridges, and must be so packed when their sensitiveness is greater than the above 
limit. When the addition of not less than 20 per cent of water to any such explosive wil! 
make it non-explosive, according to tests made by the Bureau of Explosives, the wet 
material may be shipped and handled in transit as prescribed by regulations for the 
transportation of dangerous articles other than explosives, by freight. 

1557. Boxes containing any high explosives, and having a gross weight not 
exceeding 75 pounds, must be made of sound lumber, free from holes or loose knots, 
and when made with lock corners must not be less than one-half inch in thickness. 
When nailed boxes are used the ends must not be less than one-inch thick. (The 
limits for thickness refer to the finished box, and not to the undressed lumber). 

Packages containing any high explosive must also fulfil the requirements of 
general rules E. and F. 


1558. Weights.—High explosives containing an explosive liquid ingredient must 
not exceed 75 pounds gross weight, in one outside package. 

High explosives containing no liquid explosive ingredient, as defined in para- 
graph 1556, must not exceed 125 pounds, gross weight, in one outside package. 

The gross weight of an outside package containing dry nitro-cellulose, packed 
as prescribed in paragraph 1555, must not exceed 35 pounds. 


1559. Marking.—Boxes must be plainly marked on top and on one side or end, 
and kegs must be marked on one end, “high explosive—dangerous” in letters not less 
iT a . . ° “ > 

than seven-sixteenths of an inch in height. The top of boxes must be marked “this 


side up.” 


1560. Car.—For shipments of high explosives in any quantity the car must be 
certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Group 4.—Smokeless powders—Smokeless powder for cannon. 


1571. Packing.—Smokeless powder for cannon must be packed in tight boxes free 
from loose knots and cracks, in barrels, or in kegs, that comply with the general rules 
E and F. Smokeless powder for cannon may be packed in water in strong barrels 
of the type used for alcohol. 
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1572. Weight—Packages must not weigh over 165 pounds gross, unless packed 
in water. 


1573. Marking.—Each package must be plainly marked on top “smokeless 
powder for cannon.” 


1574. Car—Smokeless powder for cannon may be shipped in any box car in 
good condition. The car must be placarded “inflammable,” as prescribed by para- 


graph 1663. 
Smokeless powder for small-arms. 


1575. Packing—Packages of less than 9 pounds of smokeless powder for small- 
arms must be inclosed in a tight box so that the filling hole of each inside package 
will be up, and the box must be marked on top as prescribed by paragraph 1578. 

1576. Quantities of 9 pounds or over must be placed in packages that comply 
with general rules E and F. Kegs less than 9 inches long must be boxed as prescribed 
by paragraph 1541. 


1577, Weight.—Packages must not weigh over 150 pounds gross. 


1578. Marking—Each outside package must be plainly marked on top “smoke- 
less powder for small-arms.” 


1579. Car—Shipments of smokeless powder for small-arms in any quantity, 
require a car to be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


; Group 5—Fulminate. 


1591. Packing—Fulminate of mercury in bulk must contain, when packed, not 
less than 25 per cent of water, and must, in this wet condition, be placed in a bag 
made of heavy cotton cloth of close mesh equal in quality and weight to the cotton 
twill used for pockets in high-grade clothing. There must be placed inside the bag, 
and over the fulminate, a cap of the same cloth and of the diameter of the bag, and 
the bag must be tied securely and placed in a strong grain bag which must, in turn, 
be tied securely and packed in the centre of a cask, or barrel, in good condition, and 
of the kind used for shipment of alcohol. The grain bag must not contain more than 
150 pounds dry weight of fulminate, and it must be surrounded on all sides by tightly 
packed sawdust not less than 6 inches thick. The cask or barrel must be lined with 
a heavy close-fitting jute bag closed by a secure sewing to prevent escape of sawdust. 
After the barrel is properly coopered it must be filled with water and the bung sealed. 
The barrel must be inspected carefully and all leaks stopped. 


1599. Marking—Each cask or barrel must be plainly marked ‘wet fulminate 
of mercury—dangerous.’ , 


1593. Car—A car containing fulminate in any quantity must be certified and 
placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Group 6—Ammunition—Small-arms Ammunition. 


1601. Packing—Small-arms ammunition must be packed in pasteboard or other 
boxes, and these boxes must be packed in strong outside boxes. ; 

Small-arms ammunition in pasteboard or other boxes and in quantity not exceed- 
ing a gross weight of 75 pounds, may be packed with non-explosive and non-inflam- 
mable articles. and with small-arms primers or percussion caps (see par. 1619), pro- 
vided the outside package is marked as prescribed in paragraph 1602. 


a 
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1602. Marking —Each outside package or case must be plainly marked ‘small- 
arms ammunition.’ 


1608. Car.—No restrictions, other than proper packing, and marking, are neces- 
sary for the shipment of small-arms ammunition, 


Ammunition for Cannon. 


1604. Packing—Ammunition for cannon must be well packed and properly 
secured in strong boxes. 


1605. Marking—Each outside package must be plainly marked ‘ammunition for 
cannon with explosive projectiles’ or ‘ammunition for cannon with empty pro- 
jectiles’ or ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles,’ according as the 
projectiles do or do not contain a bursting charge, or ‘ ammunition for cannon without 
projectiles.’ 


1606. Car—aA car containing ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles 
must be certified and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. This 
is not required when explosive projectiles are not included, but in this case cars must 
be protected by the ‘inflammable’ placard, as prescribed by paragraph 1663. 


Explosive Projectiles. 


1607. Packing.—Explosive projectiles must be packed in strong boxes, and each 
projectile must be properly secured. 


1608. Weight.—The gross weight of a box containing more than one projectile 
must not exceed 160 pounds. 


1609 Marking—Each exterior package must be plainly marked ‘explosive pro- 
jectile, ‘sand-loaded projectile’ or ‘empty projectile’ No restrictions, other than 
proper marking, are necessary for the shipment of sand-loaded projectiles, or empty 
(including solid) projectiles, 


1610. Car—For explosive projectiles in any quantity the car must be certified 
and placarded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Blasting Caps. 


1611. Packing.—Blasting caps contain such a sensitive and dangerous explosive 
that very efficient packing is necessary. 

(a) Blasting caps must be packed in strong tin receptacles, in which they must 
fit snugly, and the caps must be closed securely by teats projecting from a plate of 
suitable elastic material placed inside the box and over the caps. Not more than 


- 100 blasting caps may be packed in a single tin box. All separate tin boxes must then 


be packed snugly in cartons or wrappings made of paper or pasteboard. 
(b.) For not more than 1,000 caps the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must 


_ be packed in an outside box made of sound lumber not less than three-eighths of an 


inch in thickness, and they must be separated from the outside box by at least one 
inch of tightly packed sawdust, excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material. 

(c) For not more than 5,000 caps the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must 
be packed in an outside box of sound lumber at least one-half inch thick; and they 
must be separated from the outside box by at least one inch of tightly packed sawdust, 
excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material. 
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(d.) For more than 5,000 caps, the tin boxes, in cartons or wrappings, must be 
packed in an outside box made of sound lumber not less than three-eighths of an inch 
in thickness, or in a hermetically sealed metal box made of not less than 30 gauge 
United States standard. This inside wooden or metal box must then be packed in an 
outside box made of sound lumber not less than one inch in thickness. Tightly 
packed sawdust, excelsior, or equivalent cushioning material, at least one inch thick 
at all points must separate the inside box from the outside wooden box. 

(e.) More than 20,000 blasting caps must not be placed in one outside package. 

(f.) Five tin boxes containing not more than 100 caps in each box may be packed 
with safety fuse, each box to be placed in the centre of a coil of fuse, and in this 
ease the outside box may be made of sound lumber of not less than three-eighths- 
inch thick, and must be marked as prescribed in paragraph 1648. 

(g.) Electric blasting caps must be packed in pasteboard cartons containing 
not more than 50 caps each. These cartons must be packed in a wooden box made of 
lumber not less than one-half inch in thickness. 


1612. Weight.—The gross weight of an outside package containing blasting caps, 
or electric blasting caps, must not exceed 150 pounds. 


1613. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked ‘ (number) Blast- 
ing Caps—Handle Carefully’ or ‘(number) Electric Blasting Caps—Handle Care- 
fully.* In addition each box must bear the marking ‘Do not store or load with any 
high explosive.’ (See also par. 1648 for marking when packed with safety fuse.) 


1614. Car.—Certificate and placard, as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666, are 
required for shipments of blasting caps in any quantity, except that not more than 
500 blasting caps, or 500 electric blasting caps, may be transported in a box car in 
good condition without car certificates or placard. 


Detonating Fuses. 


1615. Packing—Detonating fuses must be packed in strong, tight boxes, and 
each fuse must be well secured. 


1616. Weight.—The gross weight of one outside package must not exceed 150 
pounds. 


1617. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked ‘ Detonating 
Fuses—Ulandle Carefully.’ 


1618. Car—A car containing detonating fuses in any quantity must be certified 
and plaearded as prescribed by paragraphs 1661 and 1666. 


Primers, Percussion and Time Fuses. 


1619. Packing—Primers, percussion and time fuses must be packed in strong, 
tight boxes, with special provision for securing individual packages of primers and 
fuses against movement in the box. 

Small-arms primers containing anvils must be packed in cellular packages with 
partitions separating the layers and columns of primers, so that the explosion of a 
portion of the primers in the completed shipping package will not cause the explosion 
of all the primers. 

Pereussion caps may be packed in metal or other boxes containing not more thea 
500 caps, but the construction of the cap, and the kind and quantity of explosives in 
each, must be such that the explosion of a part of the caps in the completed shipping 
package will not cause the explosion of all of the caps. 
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; Small arm primers and percussion caps may form a part of the gross weight of 
5 pounds of small-arms ammunition that may be packed with other articles as author- 
ized by paragraph 1601. 


Boks Weight—The gross weight of one outside package must not exceed 150 
pounds. 


1621. Marking.—Each outside box must be plainly marked ‘Small-arms Primers 
—Handle carefully’ or ‘ Percussion Caps—Handle carefully’ or ‘Cannon Primers— 
Handle carefully’ or ‘Combination Primers—Handle carefully’ or ‘ Percussion Fuses 
—Handle carefully’ or ‘ Combination Fuses—Handle carefully’ or ‘ Percussion Tracer 
Fuses—Handle carefully,’ ete. 


1622. No restrictions other than proper packing and marking are necessary for 
the shipment of primers, percussion and time fuses. 


Group 7.—Fireworks—Common Fireworks. 


1641. Packing—Common fireworks must be in a finished state, exclusive of mere 
ornamentation, as supplied to the retail trade, and must be securely packed in strong, 
tight, spark-proof wooden boxes or barrels that comply with general rules E. and F. 


1642. Marking.—Each outside package must be plainly marked ‘Common Fire- 
works—Keep fire away.’ 


1643. Car—Common fireworks may be shipped in a box car which is in good con- 
dition (see par. 1663) but they must not be loaded in the same car with explosives. 
(See par. 1680). 

A car containing any quantity of common fireworks must be protected by the 
‘Inflammable’ placard. (See par. 1663.) 


Special Fireworks. 


1644. Packing.—Special fireworks must be in a finished state, exclusive of mere 
ornamentation, as supplied to the retail trade, and must not contain forbidden fire- 
works. (See par. 1501 (f) to (k) inclusive.) All outside boxes or barrels must be 
spark proof, and must comply with general rules E and F. 

Lock corner boxes must be made of sound lumber, tongued and grooved, and the 
thickness must not be less than three-eights inch for a gross weight of 30 pounds or 
under; and for a gross weight exceeding 30 pounds and not exceeding 65 pounds the 
ends must not be less than nine-sixteenths inch, with sides, tops and bottoms, three- 
eights inch thick. When the gross weight exceeds 65 pounds the ends must be 


battened . 


Tf nailed boxes are used of the same thickness of lumber specified for lock-corner 
boxes, horizontal and vertical cleats not less than three-fourths of the thickness of 
the ends, and not less than 12 inches wide, must be used on the ends; or, in the 


~ absence of such cleats the tops, sides and bottoms must be thicker by three-sixteenths 


inch, and the ends thicker by one-fourth inch, than specified for lock-corner boxes. 
All boxes must be tongued and grooved. 


1645. Weight—tThe gross weight of one outside package containing special fire- 


- works must not exceed 200 pounds and the gross weight of a package containing toy 


\ 
w 


I 


Vv 


torpedoes must not exceed 65 pounds. 

1646. Marking—Each outside package containing special fireworks, or a mix- 
ture of common and special fireworks, must be plainly marked “Special Fireworks— 
Handle Carefully—Keep Fire 1way.” 

20ce—26 
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1647. Car—Special fireworks may be shipped in any box car which is in good 
condition (see par. 1663) but they must not be loaded in the same car with explosives 
(see par 1680.) A car containing any quantity of special or other fireworks must be 
protected by the ‘Inflammable’ placard. (See par. 1663.) 


Safety Fuse and Safety Squibs. 


1648. Safety fuse and safety squibs must be packed in strong wooden boxes or 
barrels, properly marked, and may be loaded in any car with any other kind of an 
explosive or inflammable substance, or with other freight. 

When blasting caps are packed with safety fuses (see par. 1611) (f), the outside 
package must be made of lumber not less than three-eighths inch thick, and must be 
marked ‘ (number) blasting caps packed with safety fuse.’ ‘Do not load or store with 
any high explosive’ as prescribed by paragraph 1613. 


Section 38—Selection and preparation of cars. 


1661. The safe transportation of explosives depends very largely upon the kind 
and condition of the car in which they are loaded. z 


For the transportation of carloads or less than carload lots of— 


Black powder, 
High explosives, 
Smokeless powder for small-arms, 


Wet fulminate of mercury. 

Excepting a shipment of not more than 500 blast- 
ing caps or 500 electric blasting caps. (See 
par. 1614.) 

Ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles, 

Explosive projectiles, or 

Detonating fuses, 


only certified and placarded box cars may be used. (See par. 1662, 1665, and 1666.) 


Blasting caps, 
Electric blasting caps. 


1662. Certified cars must be inspected outside and inside, and must conform to 
the following specifications :— 


(a) Not less than 60,000 capacity. Steel underframe box cars or other box cars 
with friction draft gear should be used when available. On narrow-gauge and other 
railroads, all of whose freight cars are of less than 60,000 pounds capacity, explosives 
may be transported in cars of less than that capacity, provided the available cars of 
greatest capacity and strength are used for this purpose. 

(b) Must be equipped with air brakes and hand brakes in condition for service. 

(c) Must have no loose boards or cracks in the roof, sides or ends. 

(d) The doors must shut so closely that no sparks can get in at the joints, and. 
when necessary, they must be stripped. The stripping for flush doors should be on 
the inside, and be nailed to the door frame, where it will form a shoulder against 
which the closed door is pressed. The openings under the doors should be similarly 
closed. | When doors are not stripped the hasp fastenings must be examined with doo 
closed and fastened, and must be cleated when necessary to prevent door shifting. 

(e) The journal boxes and trucks must be carefully examined and put in such 
condition as to reduce to a minimum the danger of hot boxes or other failure, n 


sitating the setting off of the car hefore reaching destination. ‘The lids or covers 0 
Journal boxes must be in place. 
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(f) The car must be carefully swept out before it is loaded. Holes in the floor 
or lining must be repaired and special care taken to have no projecting nails or 
bolts or exposed pieces of metal, which may work loose, or produce holes in packages 
of explosives during transit. 

(g) When the car is to be fully loaded with explosives or when explosives are 
‘loaded over exposed draft bolts or kingbolts, these bolts must have short pieces of 
solid sound wood (2-inch plank) spiked to the floor over them to prevent possibility 
of their wearing into the packages of explosives. 

(h) The roof of the car must be carefully inspected from the outside for decayed 
spots, especially under or near the running board, and such spots must be covered 
to prevent their holding fire from sparks. A car with a roof generally decayed, even 
if tight, must not be used. 

(1) When explosives are to be carried in a way ear,! one should be selected with 
flush doors in good condition or with doors fitting so tightly that stripping will not 
be necessary. ; 

(k) The carrier must have car examined to see that it is properly prepared, and 
must have a ‘car certificate’ signed in triplicate upon the prescribed form (see par. 
1665) before permitting the car to be loaded. 

(1) Cars not in proper condition, as above specified, must not be furnished to the 
shipper or used for the transportation of explosives. 


1668: (a) Carloads or less than carload lots of— 


Ammunition for cannon with empty projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon without projectiles, 
Smokeless powder for cannon, or 

Fireworks, 


may be loaded in any box car which is in good condition into which sparks cannot 
enter, and whose roof is not in danger of taking fire through unprotected decayed 
wood. 

These cars do not require the car certificate, but must have attached to both 
sides and both ends the ‘inflammable’ placard prescribed by paragraph 1698, and the 
doors must be stripped when necessary. 


(b) Carloads or less than earload lots of :— 
Small-arms ammunition, 
Primers, 
Percussion fuses, 
Time or combination fuses, 
Safety fuse and safety squibs, 


may be loaded in any box car which is in good condition, without car certificate or 
placards. 
Placarding of Cars and Certification of Contents. 


1664. Uniform practice is important, and the prescribed forms of car certificates 
and placards must be used. 


1665. Car certificate—The following certificate (prescribed by par. 1662 k), 
printed on strong tag board, measuring 7 by 7 inches, must be duly executed in tri- 
plicate by the carrier, and by the shipper if he loads the shipment. The original 
must be filed by the carrier at the forwarding station on a separate file, and the other 


(1.) A “way car” is one from which shipments are unloaded by the train crew. 
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two must be attached to the outside of the ear deors, one on each side, the lower edge 
of the certificate 43 feet above the floor level. 


Car Certificates. 
No. 1. oe ee oe oni ese) bon’ mun! Cite @ ERROR) aa Oo tetas eo 


I hereby certify that I have this day personally examined... .. .. .. ..car No. 
..., and that the roof and sides have no loose boards, holes or acini or 
anne decayed spots lable to hold sparks and start a fire; that the kingbolts or 
draft bolts are properly protected, and that there are no uncovered irons or nails pro- 
jecting from the floor or sides of the car which might injure packages of explosives, 
also that the floor is in good condition and has this day been cleanly swept before the 
ear was loaded: that I have examined all the axle boxes and that they are properly 
covered, packed and oiled, and that the car brakes and hand brakes are in condition for 
service. 


No. 2. BF Sigal WE asia id sng bushes. evs ot ONGELE LOMB Lic, es ea 


I hereby certify that I have this day personally examined the above car; that the 
floor is in good condition and has been cleanly swept, and that the roof and sides have 
no loose boards, holes, cracks, or unprotected decayed spots liable to hold sparks and 
start a fire; that the king bolts and draft bolts are protected, and that there are no 
uncovered irons or nails projecting from the floor or sides of the car which might 
injure packages of explosives; that the explosives in this car have been loaded and 
stayed, and that the car has been placarded according to paragraphs 1661, 1666 and 
1674 to 1683 inclusive, of the Regulations for the Transportation of Explosives 
prescribed by the Board of Railway Commissioners for Canada; that the doors fit 
or have been stripped so that sparks cannot get in at the joints or bottom. 


Nore.—Both certificates must be signed. Certificate No. 1 by the representative 
of the carrier. For all shipments loaded by the shipper, he or his authorized agent 
must sign certificate No. 2, and the representative of the carrier must certify as to 
loading and staying and general condition. When the car is not loaded by the ship-— 
per, certificate No. 2 must be signed only by the representative of the carrier. A 
shipper should decline to use a car not in proper condition. 


1666. Placard—Each car containing any of the explosives specified in paragraph 
1661 in any quantities, excepting a shipment of not more than 500 blasting caps or 500 
electric blasting caps (see par. 1614), must be protected by attaching to the outside of 
the car on both sides and ends, the lower edge 41 feet above the car floor, a standard 
placard 12 by 14 inches, un which will appear in conspicuous red and black printing 
on strong tag-board tha following notice :— 


EXPLOSIVES. 

(To be printed in red.) 
HANDLE CAREFULLY. 
KEEP FIRE AWAY. 
Sg be printed in red.) 


, Station: os ot Se eee 19; 52m 
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1. This car must not be placed in a passenger train, nor in a mixed train. 

2; Cars containing explosives must be near centre of train, and may be 
together if desired; and must be at least 15 cars from engine and 10 cars from 
caboose, when length of train will permit. 

3. Cars containing explosives must not be placed next to cars bearing the inflam- 
mable or the acid placard, or cars containing lighted heaters. Whenever it is pos- 
sible to avoid so doing they must not be placed next to tank cars or flat cars, or next 
to carloads of lumber, poles, iron pipe, or other articles liable to break through end 
of car from rough handling. 

4. The‘air and hand brakes on this car must be in service. 

5. In shifting, have a car between this car and engine wherever possible, and do 
not cut this car off while in motion. 

6. Avoid all shocks to this car, and couple carefully. 

7. Avoid placing it near a possible source of fire. 

8. Engines on parallel track must not be allowed to stand opposite or near this 
car when it can be avoided. 

9. This placard must be removed from car when the explosives are unloaded. 


1667. <A car containing any of the explosives (as prescribed in par. 1661) must 


\ not be permitted to leave a station or siding without having the certificates and 
placard prescribed in paragraphs 1665 and 1666 securely and properly affixed. 


1668. (a) Shipper’s Certificate—The shipping order for any package containing 
an explosive named belew must show each article under its proper name as specified 
in this paragraph, and must show in the lower left-hand corner over the signature 
of the shipper, or of his duly authorized agent, written or stamped (not printed) 
with facsimile stamp, the following certificate: 


“This is to certify that the above articles are properly described by name, 
and are packed, marked, and are in proper condition for transportation, 
according to the regulations prescribed by the Board of Railway Commis- 
sioners for Canada.” 


Iust of Shipping Names. 


Black powder, 

High explosives, 

Smokeless powder for cannon, 

Smokeless powder for small-arms, 

Wet fulminate of mercury, 

Ammunition for cannon with explosive projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon with empty projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon with sand-loaded projectiles, 
Ammunition for cannon without projectiles, 
Explosive projectiles, 

Detonating fuses, 

(Number) blasting caps, 

(Number) blasting caps with safety fuse, 
(Number) electric blasting caps, 

Common fireworks, 

Special fireworks, 


(b). Waybilling.—The carrier must see that the shipment is properly described 
on the revenue way-bill, under one of the above names, and that the correct gross 


weight is given. 
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The revenue way-bill, card way-bill, and envelope containing revenue way-bill 
when used as a card way-bill, for a car containing any quantity of the explosives 
named in paragraph 1661, except a shipment of blasting caps or electric blasting 
caps not exceeding 500 caps, must have plainly stamped or plainly written across the 
top the word ‘ Explosives’ in letters not less than three-eights of an inch high. 


1669. (a) I shipments of explosives named in paragraph 1661 are accepted at 
non-agency stations, provision must be made for the proper certification and placard- 
ing of cars, examination of shipments, and loading and staying of packages in cars. 

(6) Shipments of explosives named in paragraph 1661 must not be unloaded at 
non-agency stations unless the consignes is there to receive them, or unless proper 
storage facilities are provided at that point for their protection. 


Shipments from Connecting Lines. 


1670. Cars containing explosives as specified in paragraph 1661 which are 
offered by connecting lines must be carefully inspected, without unnecessary dis- 
turbance of lading, by the receiving line, to see that these regulations have been 
complied with, and the car must not be forwarded until all discovered violations 
are corrected. (See general rule G.) 

Shipments of explosives offered by connecting lines must comply with these 
regulations, and the revenne way-bill. freight bill, manifest of lading, card way-bill, 
switching order, or other billing, must bear the indorsement prescribed by paragraph 
1668. 

Handling of Explosives. 


1671. In handling packages of explosives at stations, and in transferring them 
to and from cars, the greatest care must be taken, and shocks or falls liable to injure 
the containing packages must be avoided. Where an inclined shute is employed, 
such shute must be constructed of 1-inch planed boards, with side guards 4 inches 
high extending 3 inches above top face of bottom of chute and throughout its 
length, fastened with brass screws, D-shaped strips or runners, not more than 6 inches 
apart and running lengthwise of chute, must be fastened to the upper surface of the 
bottom board by means of glue and wooden pegs extending through the bottom board 
and runners. Chutes must be occasionally wiped down with waste moistened with 
machine oil when dynamite packages are being handled. 

A stuffed mattress, 4 feet wide by 6 feet long, and not less than 4 inches thick, 
or a heavy jute or hemp mat of like dimensions, must be placed under the dis- 
charging end of the chute. 


1672. Careful men must be chosen to handle explosives; the platform and the 
feet of the men must be as free as possible from grit, and all possible precautions must 
be taken against fire. Unauthorized persons must not be allowed to have access to 
explosives at any time while they are in the custody of the carrier. Suitable provision 
must be made, outside of the station when practicable, for the safe 
storage of explosives, and every effort possible must be made to reduce 
the time of this storage. If a shipment of explosives is not removed within 
48 hours after notice of arrival at destination (see general rule D) it must be dis 
of by returning it to the shipper, or by storage at the expense of the owner, or by 
or, when necessary to safety, by destruction under supervision of a competent person. 


Loading in Car. 


‘1674. Packages receive their greatest stresses in a direction parallel to the le 
of the car, and must be loaded so as to offer their greatest resistance in this directi 
Boxes of explosives when loaded in the car must rest on their bottoms, and with 
long dimension parallel to the length of the car. A car must not contain more t 
70,000 pounds gross. weight of explosives. This limit does not apply to shipments o 
ammunition. 
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1675. Explosives packed in round kegs, except when boxed, must be loaded on 
their side with heads towards ends of the car; and they must not be placed in the space 
opposite the doors, unless the doorways are boarded on the inside as high as the lading. 

Large casks, barrels or drums may be loaded on their sides or ends as will best 
suit the conditions. 

~ 1676. Packages containing any of the explosives for the transportation of which 

a certified and placarded car is prescribed (see par. 1661) must be stayed (blocked 
and braced) by the one who loads the car, to prevent change of position by the 
ordinary shocks incident to transportation.4 Special cars must be used to prevent 
them from falling to the floor, or from having anything fall on them, or slide against 
them, during transit. To prevent delays to way-freight trains, when there is more 
than one shipment of explosives loaded in a ‘peddle’ or ‘ way car,’ each shipment 
must be stayed separately. Forwarding and transfer stations for explosives must 
be provided with the necessary materials for staying. 

Shippers must furnish the material for staying packages loaded by them. 

1677. Detonating fuses, or blasting caps, or electric blasting caps, must not be 
loaded in a ear or stored with high explosives of any kind, including explosive pro- 
jectiles, nor with wet nitro-cellulose, nor with smokeless powder for small-arms. 

1678. Fulminates in bulk must not be loaded with any explosive or inflammable 
article. 

1679. When necessary, detonating fuses may be assembled in explosive projectiles 
shipped by the Dominion Government. 

1680. Fireworks must not be loaded in the same car with any other explosive 
except small-arm ammunition, primers, percussion fuses, time or combination fuses, 
safety fuse, and safety squibs. 

1682. Explosives covered by these regulations, other than fireworks, small-arms 
ammunition, primers, percussion fuses, time or combination fuses, safety fuses, or 
safety squibs, must not be transported in the same car with, nor stored on, railway 
property near any of the dangerous articles for which labels are prescribed by the 
regulations for the transportation of dangerous articles other than explosives by 
freight. 

When practicable at any point, certain and separate days should be assigned for 
receiving from shippers less than earload lots of explosives named in paragraph 1661. 

1683. In a ear containing explosives all packages of other freight must be so 
loaded and stayed as to prevent injury to packages of explosives during transit. When 


it is possible, explosives should be loaded so as to avoid transfer at stations. 
1.) At stations where it is necessary to handle explosives at night it is recommended that 
incandescent electric lights be provided. 


Handling Cars containing Explosives. 


Cars containing explosives of any kind must not be hauled in any passenger or 


mixed train, 
1684. Every possible effort must be made to expedite the movement of cars con- 
taining explosives. an: 
1685. The phrase ‘ cars containing explosives’ as used in this and subsequent 


paragraphs, excepting paragraph 1697, refers to the explosives specified in paragraph 


1661. 
1686. Cars containing explosives must be placed near the middle of the train, 
and two or more such cars may be placed together if desired. They must be at least 
15 cars from the engine and 10 cars from the caboose when length of train will permit. 
: Tn local freight trains, to avoid the danger of otherwise unnecessary switching ey 
way stations, cars containing explosives may be placed not closer than the second car 


from the caboose or the second car from the engine. 
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1687. Cars containing explosives must have air and handbrakes in service. They 
must not be placed next to cars bearing the inflammable or the acid placard, or cars 
containing lighted heaters. Whenever it is possible to avoid so doing they must not 
be placed next to tank cars or flat cars, or next to carloads of lumber, poles, iron, pipe, 
or other articles liable to break through end of car from rough handling. . 

1688. When handling cars containing explosives in yards or on sidings, they 
must, if it is practically possible, be coupled to the engine protected by a car between, 
and they must never be cut off while in motion. 

They must be coupled carefully, and all unnecessary shocks must be avoided. 
Other cars must not be allowed to strike a’ car containing explosives. They must be 
so placed in yards, or on sidings, that they will be subject to as little handling as 
possible, and be removed from all danger of fire; and, when avoidable, engines on 
parallel tracks must not be allowed to stand opposite or near them. 

1689. Under no circumstances must a car known to require the ‘ explosive’ 
placard be taken from a station, including transfer stations, or a siding, unless it js 
properly carded in accordance with paragraphs 1661 and 1666; nor unless the car js 
in proper condition. 

1690. When a car containing explosives is in a train, the carrier must make 
proper provision for notifying its train and engine employees of the presence and 
location of such ear in the train before Jeaving the initial station. 

1691. Such cars must be frequently inspected to see that the carding is intact. 
Whenever any of these cards become detached or lost in transit they must be replaced 
on arrival at the next division terminal yard. 

1692. Unless otherwise arranged for, when a car containing explosives is to be 
transferred, unloaded or stored for any purpose, at a given junction, station or yard. 
the carrier must provide for due notice, by wire, to such station, of the probable time 
of arrival and the number of cars. (not car numbers) in order that proper provision 
may be made at that point for handling the same. 

1693. At points where trains stop, cars containing explosives and adjacent cars, 
must be examined to see if they are in good condition, and free from hot boxes or 
other defects liable to cause damage. If cars containing explosives are set out short of 
destination for any cause the carrier must arrange that proper notice be given to 
prevent accident. 

1694, Whenever a car containing explosives is opened for any purpose, inspection 
must be made of the packages of explosives to see that they are properly stayed and 


in good condition, and that no box of dynamite is standing on its end or side. Upon. 


the discovery of leaking dynamite, or loose powder, the defective packages must he 
carefully removed to a safe place. Loose powder or other explosives must be swept up 
and carefully removed. If the floor is wet with nitro-glycerine, the car is unsafe to 


— a eee ee ee ee . 


nec, and a local inspector of the Bureau of Explosives should be immediately called — 


tc superintend the thorough mopping and washing of the floor with a warm, saturate} 
solution of concentrated lye or sodium carbonate. Tf necessary, the ear must be placed 
on an isolated siding and proper notice be given. (See pars. 1534 and 1535). 

1695. Removal of Placards—The certificates and placards prescribed in para- 
graphs 1665 and 1666 must be removed from the car as soon as the explosives are 
unloaded. 


In Case of a Wreck. 


1697. In case of a wreck involving a car containing explosives, the first and most 
important precaution is to prevent fire. Although most of the group ‘ High Explo- 
sives’ may burn in small amounts quietly and without causing a disastrous explosion, 
yet everything possible must be done to keep fire away. Before beginning to clear a 
wreck in which a car containing explosives is involved, all unbroken packages should 
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be removed to a place of safety, and as much of the broken packages as possible be 
gathered up and likewise removed, and the rest should be saturated with water. Many 
explosives are readily fired by a blow, or by a spark produced when two pieces of 
metal or a piece of metal and a stone come violently together. In clearing a wreck, 
therefore, care must be taken not to strike fire with tools, and in using the crane or 
locomotive to tear the wreckage in pieces the possibility of producing sparks must be 
considered. 

With most explosives thorough wetting with water practically removes all danger 
of explosion by spark or blow; but with the dynamite wetting does not make them 
safe from blows. With all explosives, mixing with wet earth renders them safer from 
either fire, spark or blow. In case fulminate has been scattered by a wreck, after the 
wreck has been cleared the top surface of the ground should be removed, and, after 
saturating the area with oil, be replaced by fresh earth. If this is not done, when 
the ground and fulminate become dry, small explosions may occur when the mixed 
material is trodden on or struck. 


“Inflammable’ Placard. 


1698. A white placard of diamond shape, printed on strong tag-board, measuring 
15 inches on each diagonal, 103 inches on each side, and bearing in red and black 
letters the foHowing inscription, ‘ Inflammable—keep Lights and Fires Away—Handle 
Carefully,’ must be placed on each outside end and side of a car containing any quan- 
tity of smokeless powder for cannon, or ammunition for cannon with empty projec- 
tiles, or ammunition for cannon with sand loaded projectiles, or ammunition for can- 
non without projectiles or fireworks. 


Exception. 


Provided that explosives packed in conformity with the laws of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland relating thereto, and handled, loaded and carried 
by routes entirely within Canada, in accordance with the regulations hereinbefore 
prescribed, may be carried from the Canadian port of importation to their destination 
in Canada, or through Canada en route to a foreign country other than the United 
States of America; also from the Canadian destination aforesaid by re-shipment, or 
from the place of manufacture in Canada, if consigned in either case to a foreign 
country other than the United States of America. 


General Order No. 101. ; 

Whereas, by order of the Board No. 15819, dated January 18, 1912, all railway 
companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Canada were directed 
forthwith to re-establish the system or systems in practice by them during the winter 
of 1910-11, of carrying less than carload lots in heated cars, and to grant to all shin- 
pers the rights and privileges of such shipping facilities in respect to such traffic as 
were in force upon their various lines during the said winter, until further order, or 
until the reasonableness of the withdrawal of such facilities could be passed upon by 
ie ee vtec: by general order No. 98, dated the 6th day of December, 1912, rail- 
way companies subject to the jurisdiction of the Board, operating in Eastern Canada, 
were required to furnish to any shipper a heated refrigerator ear, or cars, for the car- 
riage during cold weather of pe Ree Os “ eggs, in less than carload quantities, 

j i nditions specified in the order; 
ee chess ‘ae mes tn Pacific Railway Company interprets the said general 
order as superseding the said order No. 15819, and has discontinued the heated ip 
seryice in respect of freight shipments not specifically provided for in the ae 
order, and notwithstanding the fact that it has been notified, under the direction o 
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the Board, that the intention of the said general order was not in any way to cancel 
or supersede the provisions of the previous order, the company refuses to carry out 
the terms of the said order No. 15819— 

Now therefore the Board orders and declares that the said general order No. 
98 shall not be taken or construed as in substitution for, or in cancellation of, the 
said order No. 15819, but as in addition thereto; and the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Company is hereby directed forthwith to comply with and carry out the terms and 
requirements of the said order No. 15819, dated January 18, 1912. 


‘H. L. DRAYTON, 
Chief Commissioner. 


February 1, 1918. 


Circular No. 94. 
BoarpD or Ry. Com. ror CANADA, 


Ortawa, October 21, 1912. 


File 20718.—Accidents to Employces through Riding on Pilots of Engines. 


The Board has, from time to time, received returns of a number of accidents 
resulting in serious and sometimes fatal injuries to employees through riding on pilots 
of engines, and I am directed to ask that instructions be issued by railway companies 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Board that this practice of riding on pilots of 
engines, except when switching in yards, must be discontinued under penalty of being 
disciplined. : | 
| 
| 
1 


By order of the Board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 95. | 
Boarp oF Ry. Com. ror CANADA, ~ 
Orrawa, November 6, 1912. 


File 9610—LEquipment of Electric Cars with Air Brakes. 


I am directed to ask that all electric railway companies subject to its jurisdiction, 
furnish the Board with a statement showing the condition of their equipment at 
present so far as power brakes are concerned. 


By order of the Board. 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Circular No. 96. 
Boarp oF Ry, Com. ror CANADA, 
Ottawa, November 6, 1912. 


Order No. 12225.—Protection of Railway Employees. 


In connection with accidents and other matters reported upon by the Board’s 
inspectors from time to time, the Board has become impressed with the apparent 
unfamiliarity of a number of railway employees with the requirements of order No. 
12225, dated November 9, 1910, issued for the protection of such employees, and I am - 
directed to ask that the contents of this order be made known as widely and as 
thoroughly as possible. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 
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Circular No. 97. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Ganapa, 
Orrawa, November 8, 1912. 


The Board’s officers are of the opinion that the number of persons killed and 
injured in accidents due to derailments, head on and rear end collisions, would be very 
much reduced, if the trucks of the cars were so attached to the body that the body 
could not leave the truck in case of derailment, head on or rear end collision. 

The Board desires your company to give this matter serious consideration, so 
that, when this matter is spoken to at an early sitting, a decision can be arrived at. 
By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 98. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror CAanaDA, 
Ortawa, November 12, 1912. 


Pile 20847.—Protection to Oar Repairers while at Work on Repair Tracks. 


The Board’s attention has been called to several accidents which have recently 
taken place wherein car repairers have met with serious injury while working on 
repair tracks, and I am directed to state that all railway companies subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Board will at the sittings to be held in Ottawa on Tuesday, 
December 3, 1912, be called upon to speak to the question of providing more efficient 
protection to car repairers working on repair tracks, and to ask the companies to be 
prepared with suggestions and for a general discussion of the question, on that date. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Supplement No. 1 to Circular No. 98. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Jan. 13, 1913. 
File 20847.—Protection to Car Repairers while at work on repair tracks. 


I am directed by the Board to ask that railway companies subject to the Board’s 
jurisdiction file, within sixty days, a statement giving the name of each point at 
which car repairers are located, and explaining the manner in which car repair tracks 
at such points are now protected. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Supplement No. 2 to Cireular No. 98. 


Boarp or Ry, Com. ror CANADA, 
OTTawA, March 17, 1913. 


File 20847. —Protection to Car Repairers. 


Dear Sir,—This matter was the subject of a general discussion at a sittings of the 
Board held at Ottawa, on December 12 last. 

The present practice of using a flag for protection purposes is considered very 
unsatisfactory, and a simple device, as set forth in the attached diagram, has been 
suggested for use. This could be made of light steel or wood, made so as to fold up, 
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and when opened up can hang on the ladder rungs by hooks, as shown by sketch “ A” 
on the sketch. The disk could project eighteen inches beyond the ear and be ten- 
inches in depth with a hook on the bottom side for hanging a lantern for night use. 
This disk would not be subject to the caprice of the wind as a flag would, and would 
be readily discernible for the full length of any ordinary train. Furthermore, as it 
can be so easily applied there will be no excuse for failure of employees to neglect its 
use. 

The Board will be glad if the railway companies will give this suggestion care- 
ful consideration and let the Board have their views thereon as early as possible. 

Yours truly, 


A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Cireular No. 99. 
Boarp of Ry. Com. ror Canapa, December 2, 1912. 


Application for Branch Lines, Section 222. 


I am directed to inform you that, in making application to the Board for the 
approval of a branch line or spur, in addition to the plans required under the Board’s 
rules and regulations, it will be necessary for railway companies to supply muni- 
cipalities, in any way interested, with blue print of final plans. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 100. 
BoarD oF Ry. Com. ror Canapa, December 3, 1912. 


File 1750, Part 4.—Order No. 12225: Protection of Railway Employees. 


I am directed by the Board to call the attention of the railway companies sub- 
ject to its Jurisdiction to the requirements of clause 1, sub-section “D,” section 8 
of order No. 12225, whereby :-— 


> 


“Semaphores, signals, poles, or high or intermediate switchstands shall, 
within two years from the date of this order (November 9, 1910) be either 
removed or changed so that the same shall not be nearer than six feet from 
the gauge side of the nearest rail; or high and intermediate switch stands 
shall be changed to low or dwarf switchstands.” 


And to ask that you advise, within thirty days of the receipt of this circular, what 
action has been taken towards carrying out the said order of the Board. 
By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 101. é 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canaps, December 27, 1912 


File-21174.—Location of Emergency Valve on Passenger Equipment. 


Dear Sir—TI am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the Board to be 
held in Ottawa on Tuesday, January 7, 1913, the Board will consider the advisability 
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_of standardizing the position of the emergency valve on passenger equipment in 
use by steam railways subject to the jurisdiction of the Board. 
By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 102. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Jan. 18, 1913. 


Sharp flange wheels on locomotives and tenders. 


The Board’s inspectors are reporting quite a number of locomotives in service 
with sharp flanges on wheels of both locomotives and tenders, flanges in many 
instances being worn down to and below the Master Car Builders’ standard allowance 
gauge. 

Some of these locomotives are running on fast passenger trains; and while it is 
expected that freight cars may sometimes be found with flanges on wheels in the 
ocndition described above, it does not seem reasonable or safe to allow locomotives 
in service with wheel flanges worn so badly that they would not be accepted on cars 
at interchange points. 

The Board would, therefore, urge upon you the importance of issuing to those in 
charge of the motive power on your lines of railway such instructions as will ensure 
change of wheels before flanges are so badly worn as to come under the M.C.B. stand- 
ard defect gauge. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Circular No. 108. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, Jan. 3, 1913. 


File 21178—Injuries to Enginemen through derailment while running engine 
: tender first. 


The Board has been impressed with the number of injuries to enginemen (in 
some cases fatal) apparently due to engines being run tender first at excessive rates 
of speed; and hence the Board directs that all steam railways subject to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Board issue instructions requiring that engines running tender first, “other 
than suburban tank engines equipped with pilot on tender,” shall not exceed a speed 
of twenty miles per hour, and that a copy of such instructions be filed with the Board. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Circular No. 104. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror CaNnapDa, Feb. 4, 1913. 


Vile 6718, Case 2846.—Re General Interswitching. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held in Ottawa 
on Tuesday, February 18 next, commencing at ten o’clock in the forenoon, the Board 
will take into consideration the proposed revision of order of the Board No. 4988, 
dated July 8, known as the General Interswitching Order, and of the draft revise 
suggested by the Board at the sittings held at Ottawa, November 5, 1912, for exam- 


ination and comment. 


Board, 
By order of the Boar A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
2 Secretary. 
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Circular No. 105. | 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror CANADA, Feb. 4, 1913. 


File 4205, Case 871—Flag Station. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at the sittings of the Board to be 
held in Ottawa on Tuesday, March 4, 1913, all railway companies subject to the juris- 
diction of the Board will be required to show cause why clause 4 of the Board’s Flag 
Station Order No. 9160, dated January 6, 1910, should not be amended so that the 
average earnings referred to in line 5 of said clause be $12,000 instead of $15,000, as 
at present. 

By order of the Board, 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 


Circular No. 106. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Cananpa, Feb. 6, 1913. 


File 3775.1—Reciprocal Demurrage. 


Dear Sir,—I am directed to inform you that at a sittings to be held at the 
Central Station building, Ottawa, Ont., on Tuesday, April 15, commencing at ten 
o’clock in the forenoon, the Board will take up the question of reciprocal demurrage, 
and its suggested application in Canada. 

By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Supplement No. 1 to Circular No. 106. 


Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, March 13, 1913. 
File 3775.1.—Reciprocal Demurrage. 


I am directed by the Board to request that all Boards of Trade, trade associa- 
tions, and shippers who are interested in the hearing by the Board at Ottawa, April 
15 next, of the question of the suggested application of so-called “ Reciprocal demur- 
rage” in Canada, and have made complaints or representations to the Board in 
connection therewith, file with the Board, on or before March 25 next, full par- 
ticulars of the alleged delays, or irregularities, upon which their complaints are 
based: these particulars to include car numbers, car initials, commodity, dates of — 
shipment and arrival, points of shipment and destination, and name, or names, of 
the carrier, or carriers, together with facts pertinent to the said complaints. 

A copy of such statement of particulars should be forwarded by the same mail 
to Mr. W. H. Biggar, general counsel, G.T.R., Montreal, Mr. E. W. Beatty, general 
solicitor, C.P.R., Montreal, or Mr. R. H. M. Temple, assistant solicitor, C.N.R., 
Toronto, as the case may be, where either of these three companies is concerned. 

If the complaint is against any other railway, the copy should be forwarded to 
Mr. J. E. Duval, manager, Canadian Car Service Bureau, Montreal, P.Q. 

By order of the Board, 


A. D, CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 
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Circular No. 107. 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, February 22, 1913. 


File 4741—E.—Clearing Rights of Way. 


I am directed to call your attention to section 297 of the Railway Act, which pro- 
vides that the “company shall at all times maintain and keep its right of way free 
from dead or dry grass, weeds and other unnecessary combustible matter.” 

On account of the large amount of rain during the summer of 1912, the growth of 
vegetation was unusually heavy. On this account, the fire danger along railway lines 
is likely to be great during the early spring of 1913 and the ensuing summer, unless 
prompt and vigorous action is taken as required by section 297, above quoted. 

The work of burning or otherwise disposing of combustible matter on rights of 
way should accordingly be begun at the earliest possible date in the spring and pro- 
secuted vigorously until completed. 

As required by regulation 10 of order 16570 such supervision of burning must be 
provided as will prevent fires from spreading beyond the strip being cleared. 

Experience has shown that along portions of some lines, right of way clearing 
can be handled satisfactorily only by the employment of extra gangs. It is essential 
that each company take whatever steps are necessary to ensure prompt and efficient: 
compliance with the requirements of section 297 of the Railway Act. 

The Board requests that you submit a statement showing what arrangements have 
been or will be made for handling this work on your lines. 


By order of the Board, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


Circular No. 108. ; 
Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canapa, February 22, 1918. 


File 4742, Part 8—Re Instructions to Employees regarding Fire Protection Under 
Order No. 16570. 


Drar Sir,—I am directed by the Board to inform you that it has under consider- 
atioin the amendment of regulation 15 of the order 16570, to read as follows:— 


Every such railway company shall give particular instructions to its em- 
ployees in relation to the foregoing regulations, and shall cause such instruc- 
tions to be posted and maintained at all stations, terminals and section houses 
along its lines of railway. Said instructions to employees shall also be included 
in the employees time-tables in use between April 1 and November 1 of each 
year. Ag to lines or portions of lines were in its judgment, the fire danger is 
not material, the Board may, upon application, waive the requirements as to 
the posting of public notices and the inclusion of special instructions in em- 
ployees time tables. 


I am further directed to request that you submit to the Board in writing, within 
thirty days, any statement you may desire to make in this matter. 

There is enclosed a tentative draft of instructions which may be used, if desired, 
as a basis for the preparation of special instructions to employees, as required in said 
regulation 15 of order No. 16570. The issuance of these particular instructions is 
not prescribed. It is, however, considered essential that the instructions to be issued 
shall embody the substance of regulations 6, 7, 10, 14 and 17 of order No. 16570. 

Yours truly, 
A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 
Secretary. 
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Boarp or Ry. Com. ror Canada, March 13, 1913. 


File 4741, Part 3—Re Instructions to Employees regarding Fire Protection Under 
Order No. 16570. 


Referring to my Circular No. 108 of February 22, in connection with this matter, 
there have been some inaccuracies found in the tenative draft of instructions sent you 
and I would ask that you substitute the enclosed copy for the one previously sent you 
and return the incorrect copy to this office. 

By order of the Board. 

A. D. CARTWRIGHT, 


Secretary. 


° 
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